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Week Ending Friday, October 18, 1974 





Administrator of Veterans Affairs 


Remarks of the President and Richard L. Roudebush at 
the Swearing-In Ceremony for Mr. Roudebush. 
October 12, 1974 


THE PresweENT. Roudy and Karen and my former col- 
leagues in the Congress, and Government officials and 
friends: 

This is a landmark day in that a man who served in the 
Congress and helped to write some of the laws, a man who 
fought in the service of his country and who also partici- 
pated very, very actively in veterans organizations, is going 
to be the Administrator of the Veterans Administration. 

All of you know here, probably better than I, the mag- 
nitude of the responsibilities of the Veterans Administra- 
tion, the magnitude not only in the facilities and the 
employees and the responsibilities but the great and im- 
portant work that the VA does for people. 

The number of veterans in this country is almost beyond 
comprehension when you go back through the war in 
Vietnam, Korea, and World War II. When you take into 
consideration World War I, the number of veterans that 
are in our population of 213 million is a very substantial 
portion. 

So, Roudy, you have an obligation to do a first-class job 
on behalf of a good share of the population of this country, 
the people who have given dedicated service on behalf of 
freedom, on behalf of our national security. 

All of us here and your fellow citizens expect that the 
Veterans Administration is going to have an outlook that 
is dedicated to the best in service. 

I said at the VFW speech in Chicago that we were not 
going to treat veterans as a number in a computer. We 
were going to treat veterans as persons, individuals who 
had made sacrifices, sacrifices for our freedom and our 
way of life. 

So, as you handle the problems of pensions and compen- 
sation, the problems of health service with our hospitals 


and out-patient treatment, as you handle the problems that 
cover the life of the thousands and thousands of veterans, 
I am convinced that you will do a first-class job. 

The obligation is great, but the person who has been 
selected and confirmed I know will do the job. And so, I 
congratulate you and the Members of the Congress with 
whom you served, the members of the various veterans or- 
ganizations of which you were a part, and the individuals 
in the service with whom you participated. I congratulate 
you on behalf of all of them. 

Good luck. We are counting on you. 

Mr. RoupesusH. Thank you very much, Mr. 
President. 

Certainly, I want to first say how very deeply grateful 
I am to you, sir, for your confidence. I am also deeply 
grateful that you take the time from a schedule that must 
be backbreaking to have this public ceremony here today 
in the beautiful Rose Garden of the White House. 

I am deeply grateful that my daughter could come out 
from Indiana—Karen, and be with me today. I am sure 
the President is aware of the fact that my father is in very 
bad condition, and my wife had to remain in Indiana and 
could not be present with us today. So, Karen appeared 
in her behalf. 

I want to acknowledge the presence of my former col- 
leagues in the Congress, in both bodies, and may I say to 
them I appreciate them coming. My comrades of the 
veterans organizations, I am very deeply grateful to you. 

Mr. President, the charge you have given me is a tre- 
mendous one. I am aware of this. The task before the Vet- 
erans Administration, administering benefits for more than 
29 million of our citizens—and when you take into account 
the families of those 29 million veterans, a total, an aggre- 
gate you might say, of over 100 million of our 
citizens, nearly half of our population—it is a tremendous 
undertaking. 

But, Mr. President, I am happy to report to you today, 
although I have actually been aboard as the acting 
Administrator only a very short period of time, I think 
we have a new feeling at the Veterans Administration. 

I think we have a great increase in our morale down 
there, and we appreciate your support, sir, and the sup- 
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port of our great veterans organizations, and I know that 
we are going to solve all the problems that do lie in front 
of us. 

I am so happy that my colleagues from the VA, men 
like Odell Vaughn, could be here today, our Chief Bene- 
fits Director; Rufus Wilson, who runs our cemetery sys- 
tem, Mr. President, and Dr. Jack Chase, who of course, 
heads up the greatest hospital system in the world, all 171 
of our hospitals, and I am just so happy that they could 
come down today. 

So, Mr. President, I believe that is all I have to say at 
this time, but thank you all for coming. And to you, sir, 
I offer again my sincere thanks, my appreciation, and I 
assure you, sir, I will never let you down. 

Thank you so much. 

Tue Present. Well, thank you all for coming. It is 
wonderful to have you here on this beautiful day. We are 
proud of Roudy, and we know he will do a first-class job. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:51 a.m. in the Rose Garden at 
the White House. 


Veto of Railroad Retirement Act 
Amendments 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 15301 Without His Approval. 
October 12, 1974 


To the House of Representatives: 


I am returning today without my approval, H.R. 15301, 
a bill which would finance a long-standing deficit in the 
Railroad Retirement System at the expense of the general 
taxpayer. 

The Railroad Retirement System, under current law, 
is headed toward bankruptcy by the mid-1980s. This con- 
dition arises largely because benefits have been increased 
68 percent since 1970 without requiring the beneficiaries 
of the system, railroad employees and employers, to pay 
the added costs. 

' This bill proposes to solve the financial problems of 
the Railroad Retirement System by placing a seven billion 
dollar burden on the general taxpayer, requiring him to 
contribute $285 million to the Railroad Retirement Trust 
Fund each year for the next twenty-five years. In return 
for his seven billion dollar contribution, the general tax- 
payer would earn no entitlement to benefits and would re- 
ceive no return on his investment. 


At a time when the taxpayer is already carrying the 
double burden of taxes and inflation, legislation such 
as this is most inappropriate. 

Recognizing the financial straits of the Railroad Retire- 
ment System, the Executive Branch in 1970 proposed and 


the Congress authorized an independent study of the 
System. After eighteen months of careful work, the study 
group recommended that the benefits be financed “. . . 
on an assured, fully self-supporting basis by contributions 
from the railroad community through the crisis period of 
the next 20 to 30 years and then beyond.” 

Following receipt of the report, the Congress directed 
representatives of railroad employees and management to 
submit their combined recommendations for restoring fi- 
nancial soundness to the System, taking into account the 
report and the specific recommendations of the 
Commission. 

The bill which is now before me is true neither to the 
recommendation of the Commission nor to the charge 
placed on the industry by the Congress. 


Forcing the general taxpayer to carry an unfair burden 
is not the only defect in this bill. It would also establish 
a special investment procedure for the Railroad Retire- 
ment Trust Fund. 

Under the bill, the interest paid by the Treasury on 
Railroad Retirement investments and Federal securities 
would rise when interest rates increase but would not fall 
when they decrease. This “heads I win; tails you lose” 
arrangement, with the taxpayer being the loser, has been 
suggested before, but never adopted. It should not be a 
part of the solution to the Railroad Retirement System’s 
financial problem. 

Furthermore, the provisions of the benefit formula are 
so complex that they would be extremely difficult to 
administer and virtually impossible to explain to the 
persons who are supposed to benefit from it. Now is the 
time to simplify the benefit structure of the Railroad 
Retirement System, not make it more complex. Splitting 
administrative responsibility between the Railroad Retire- 
ment System and the Social Security System over benefits 
that depend on entitlement under the Social Security Act 
is bad law. Full responsibility for administering Social 
Security benefits should be vested in the Social Security 
Administration, not divided among agencies with resultant 
uncertainty as to who should be held accountable. 

I believe it is our obligation to the general taxpayer to 
see that the problems of this system are overcome by the 
industry and people it serves—those who have benefited 
from it in the past and will continue to receive its benefits 
in the future. Other industries—other parts of the trans- 
portation industry—pay for their own pension systems. 
There is no justification for singling out the railroads for 
special treatment. 

There are only two ways this obligation can be met— 
by increasing revenues or by limiting benefits or by a 
combination of both. Administration spokesmen have pro- 
posed constructive ways to achieve this goal, but our 
proposals have not received serious consideration by the 
Congress. 

We are in need of a better railroad retirement system 
and a financially sound one. This bill does not meet that 
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need. I urge the Congress to reconsider that need and to 
develop a new bill which is fair to the taxpayers as well 
as to the beneficiaries of the Railroad Retirement System. 
This Administration stands ready to help in any way it 
can. 
GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 12, 1974. 

NOTE: On October 16, 1974, the House of Representatives and the 
Senate voted to override the President’s veto of the Railroad Retire- 


ment Act amendments. The bill (H.R. 15301) became Public Law 
93-445, without the President’s signature. 


Veto of Atomic Energy Act 
Amendments 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 15323 Without His Approval. 
October 12, 1974 


To the House of Representatives: 


I am returning without my approval H.R. 15323, “To 
amend the Atomic Energy Act, as amended, to revise the 
method of providing public remuneration in the event of 
a nuclear incident, and for other purposes.” 

The first eleven sections of the bill basically carry out 


recommendations of the Atomic Energy Commission, and 
I would be glad to approve them if they stood alone. 

Section 12, however, would provide that “the provi- 
sions of this Act shall become effective thirty (30) days 
after the date on which the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy submits to the Congress an evaluation of the Re- 
actor Study, entitled ‘An Assessment of Accident Risks 
in the U.S. Commercial Nuclear Power Plants,’ AEC 
Report Number WASH-1400, except that it shall not 
become effective if within the thirty (30) day period after 
the Joint Committee submits its evaluation, the Congress 
adopts a concurrent resolution disapproving the extension 
of the Price-Anderson Act.” The import of this section is 
that after I have approved the bill, the Joint Committee 
and the Congress would further consider whether it should 
ever become effective. 

I cannot approve legislation under these circum- 
stances—if, indeed, the bill can properly be called legis- 
lation rather than merely the expression of an intent to 
legislate. The presentation of a bill to me pursuant to 
Article I, section 7 of the Constitution amounts to a rep- 
resentation by Congress that, as far as it is concerned, the 
legislation is ready to become effective, subject perhaps 
to some extrinsic condition precedent, but not to further 
congressional deliberation. Here, however, Congress in ef- 
fect requests my approval before it has given its own. 

In this instance, the clear constitutional infirmity of the 
bill not only affects my powers and duties but directly en- 


dangers substantial and important private rights. If the 
bill is unconstitutional, it will remain unconstitutional de- 
spite my signing it. As a result, a sure source of funds for 
prompt payment of public liability claims, a primary ob- 
jective of the Price-Anderson Act, would be in doubt. The 
uncertainty over nuclear liability protection would also 
adversely affect that private investment which will be nec- 
essary as nuclear power assumes its vital role in meeting 
the nation’s energy requirements. The public interest 
would not be served by approving legislation which creates 
these uncertainties. 

I urge the Congress to reenact the bill promptly so as 
to remove the problems which Section 12 now raises. 


GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 12, 1974. 


Country Music Month, October 1974 
Proclamation 4326. October 12, 1974 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 

From the farms and mines and ranches of America has 
come a uniquely American art form—the sound which 
has become known as country music. Once heard only in 
certain regions of this Nation, the country sound now can 
be heard from Manhattan’s skyscrapers to the beaches of 
Malibu. The growth of affection for country music in 
recent years is a heartening sign of the new interest that 
Americans take in things uniquely American. 

A measure of that growth is that there are now more 
than one thousand radio stations in the United States that 
play country music exclusively and half of all the radio 
stations in America play country part of the time. Each 
day of the year, about twenty-five thousand hours of 
country music is beamed out into America. Truly, country 
music has come into its own. 

It is a music which can be happy or sad, fast or slow, 
but it is always about life. The words of country music 
songs talk about life the way it is really lived. Country 
music is life with a melody. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, Geratp R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, ask the people of this 
Nation to mark the month of October 1974, with suitable 
observances as Country Music Month. 

In Witness WueErEOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this twelfth day of October, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred seventy-four, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
ninth. 

GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 9:29 am, 
October 15, 1974] 
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Boston School Desegregation 


The President’s Remarks Recorded for Use on Radio. 
October 12, 1974 


Boston is a fine, proud city, the cradle of liberty, where 
many of the freedoms that we all so cherish today in this 
country, were born, 200 years ago. The people of Boston 
share a tradition for reason, fairness, and respect for the 


react in the finest tradition of your city’s people. It is up 
to you, every one of you, every parent, child, to reject 
violence of any kind in your city, to reject hatred and 
the shrill voices of the violent few. 

I know that nothing is more important to you than the 
safety of the children in Boston. And only your calm and 
thoughtful action now can guarantee that safety. I know 
that you will all work together for that goal, and have one 
more thing to be proud of in the cradle of liberty. 


rights of others. Now, in a difficult period for all of you, 


_2 z NOTE: As printed above, this item follows the text of the White 
it is a time to reflect on all that your city means to you, to 


House press release. 





VISIT OF FIRST SECRETARY EDWARD GIEREK 
OF POLAND 


Joint United States-Polish Communique. October 13, 1974 


At the invitation of the President of the United States of America, 
Gerald R. Ford, and Mrs. Ford, the First Secretary of the Central Com- 
mittee of the Polish United Workers’ Party, Edward Gierek, and Mrs. 
Gierek, paid an official visit to the United States October 8 through 13, 
1974. 

The First Secretary was accompanied by: Mieczyslaw Jagielski, 
Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministers, and Mrs. Jagielski; Stefan 
Olszowski, Foreign Minister, and Mrs. Olszowski; Ryszard Frelek, Mem- 
ber of the Secretariat of the Central Committee of the Polish United 
Workers’ Party; Witold Trampczynski, Polish Ambassador to the United 
States of America. 

The First Secretary was also accompanied by a group of advisers and 
experts. 

The official party also visited New York, Pittsburgh, and Houston. 

During his stay in Washington, First Secretary Gierek held talks 
with President Ford on the development of relations between Poland and 
the United States as well as on international issues. 

He also met with Secretary of State and Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs Henry A. Kissinger, Secretary of Agricul- 
ture Earl Butz, Secretary of Commerce Frederick Dent, Secretary of 
Health, Education and Welfare Caspar Weinberger, and Chairman of 
the Export-Import Bank William Casey. 

The First Secretary paid a visit to Congress and met with members 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives. He also had talks with 
leading American businessmen and bankers. 

Talks were also held between Foreign Minister Olszowski and Sec- 
retary of State Kissinger. 

The talks and meetings were held in a friendly and businesslike 
atmosphere and were characterized by a mutual desire to expand and 
strengthen the relations between Poland and the United States. 

In the course of the talks, the President and the First Secretary noted 
with satisfaction the significant progress which has recently been made 
in Polish-American relations. Both leaders expressed their desire to fur- 
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ther develop these relations, which are based on the long-standing tradi- 
tions of friendship and sympathy existing between the Polish and Ameri- 
can peoples. 

They agreed that the “Joint Statement on Principles of U.S.-Polish 
Relations” signed during the visit provides a firm basis for broad coopera- 
tion between the two countries and contributes to the process of strength- 
ening world peace, security, and international cooperation. 

The President and the First Secretary also attached importance 
to the “Joint Statement on the Development of Economic, Industrial 
and Technological Cooperation between the United States of America 
and the Polish People’s Republic,” which they signed. They agreed that 
the main directions and scope of cooperation stipulated in the field of 
trade, industrial and technological cooperation should contribute to the 
further advancement of bilateral economic relations. 

The President and the First Secretary noted with satisfaction the 
rapid growth of trade between the United States and Poland in the past 
two years, accompanied by a substantial intensification of general eco- 
nomic relations between the two countries. They considered a mutual 
trade turnover of one billion dollars by 1976 and two billion dollars by 
1980 to be a realistic and desirable goal. 

They also agreed that the provisions contained in the “Joint State- 
ment on the Development of Agricultural Trade between the United 
States of America and the Polish People’s Republic” create possibilities 
for a further expansion of trade in food and agricultural products as well 
as for cooperation in various sectors of the agricultural economy. 

They noted that the Joint American-Polish Trade Commission plays 
an important role in the development of trade and economic cooperation. 

President Ford and First Secretary Gierek expressed their deep satis- 
faction at the conclusion during the visit of agreements in the fields of: 
Coal research; Health; Environmental Protection; Cooperation in Sci- 
ence and Technology ; and Avoidance of Double Taxation. 

They also welcome the conclusion of an agreement on the establish- 
ment of working relationships between the U.S. and Polish Chambers 
of Commerce. 

Both leaders stressed the significance of the broad development of 
cultural and scientific cooperation between the United States and Poland 
and expressed their conviction that this cooperation should be further 
developed. 

The President and the First Secretary emphasized the importance of 
historical traditions in strengthening the bonds of sympathy and friend- 
ship between the United States and Poland. A positive role in this strength- 
ening of mutual relations has been played by American citizens of Polish 
descent. Both leaders undertook to encourage and support further devel- 
opment of those and other contacts between the American and Polish 
people. 

The President and the First Secretary conducted a broad and use- 
ful exchange of views on the most important international issues with 
special emphasis on European questions. They agreed that there exist 
a number of spheres in which both countries can contribute to the 
strengthening of peace and international security. 
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Both leaders expressed satisfaction with the results of the talks they 
held and agreed that consultations will continue between the two coun- 
tries at various levels on matters concerning their mutual relations, includ- 
ing the assessment of the implementation of the agreements that were con- 
cluded as well as on important international issues of mutual interest. 

The First Secretary and Mrs. Gierek expressed their warm gratitude 
for the hospitality and friendliness accorded to them in the United States. 

The First Secretary extended an invitation to the President of the 
United States and Mrs. Ford to pay an official visit to the Polish People’s 
Republic at a time convenient to them. The invitation was accepted with 


pleasure. 





Veto of Continuing Appropriations 


Resolution 


The President’s Remarks Upon Signing the Veto 
Message. October 14, 1974 


Today, in the interest of preserving the ability of the 
United States to assist the Governments of Greece, 
Turkey, and Cyprus to negotiate a peaceful settlement of 
the Cyprus dispute, I am returning to the Congress with- 
out my approval the continuing resolution which the 
Congress has amended to cut off military aid to Turkey. 

In so doing, I want to clear the air of a number of 
misunderstandings concerning the U.S. position toward 
the Cyprus crisis. 

Since the outbreak of the crisis, our objectives have 
been to establish a ceasefire, to provide humanitarian aid 
to the refugees, to assist the parties toward a negotiation 
and a settlement, and to strengthen and to improve our 
historically friendly ties with Greece, Turkey, and Cyprus. 

I have discussed these goals with the bipartisan leader- 
ship of the Congress and have received their unanimous 
and vigorous support. Our ability to pursue these goals 
depends, however, on being able to maintain a construc- 
tive relationship with the parties involved. The cutoff of 
assistance to Turkey is destructive of that relationship. 

Further, it in no way helps the Greek people or the 
people of Cyprus who have suffered so much in the past 
months. In fact, by dashing hopes for negotiations, it 
prolongs their suffering. 

We recognize clearly the need to ensure that the honor 
and the integrity of the Greek people be maintained. We 
seek a settlement which ensures that fundamental require- 
ment. United States friendship with Greece has been 
established through generations of cooperation and 
mutual respect, based on shared values and common 


goals. I intend firmly to carry on and strengthen that 
relationship. 


I cannot, however, carry out this pledge if my ability 
to act in the current crisis is undercut by restrictions im- 
posed by the Congress. We all seek a peaceful resolution 
of this problem; we all seek justice for the people of 
Cyprus; we all seek to maintain the strength and coopera- 
tion in our relationship that is a cornerstone to Western 
security in the Mediterranean. 

It is for these reasons that I return this resolution to the 
Congress and ask that it thoughtfully reconsider its 
position. 

I pledge to continue working closely in partnership 
with the Congress to enable the United States to play a 
useful role in helping the parties toward a peaceful resolu- 
tion of the Cyprus dispute. 

I am now signing my veto message, which will be 
delivered today to the Congress. 

Thank you very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 2:23 p.m. in the Oval Office at the 
White House. 


Veto of Continuing Appropriations 
Resolution 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.J. Res. 1131 Without His Approval 
Because of Provisions Concerning Military Assistance 


toTurkey. October 14, 1974 


To the House of Representatives: 


At the beginning of my Administration I pledged to 
work closely and cooperatively with the Congress. I believe 
I have kept that promise. I have appeared before two 
joint sessions of the Congress, I have met frequently with 
the leadership of both Houses, and I have agreed to appear 
personally before a subcommittee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives—a step no other President has undertaken in 
more than a century. 
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These actions are an earnest of my commitment to a 
new partnership between the legislative and executive 
branches of our government. They reflect my deep belief 
that the antagonisms that have too long divided our 
Nation must be resolved, that hopes for partisan advantage 
must be put aside, and that we must get on with the busi- 
ness of doing the best we can for our country. 

The cooperation I have received from the leadership 
of the Congress—Democratic and Republican alike—has 
been truly remarkable. The leaders have advised me and 
I have listened; I have explained my problems to them 
and they have responded with understanding and sup- 
port. For this I am deeply grateful. 

It is, therefore, with deep regret that I am returning 
today without my approval the recently passed Continuing 
Resolution, H.J. Res. 1131, granting funds for the opera- 
tion of several departments and agencies and for the 
temporary continuation of our foreign aid programs. I 
take this step with great reluctance, but in the belief that 
I have no other choice. 

The Continuing Resolution the Congress has passed 
and sent to me for signature contains an amendment 
requiring an immediate cut-off of all military assistance 
to Turkey. That amendment was passed despite my own 
public objection to it, and in the face of the unanimous 
opposition of the bipartisan leadership of both Houses of 
Congress. It is an act which is harmful even to those it 
purports to help. 

The United States is making every effort to play a use- 
ful role in assisting the parties to a resolution of the Cyprus 
dispute. The Continuing Resolution as amended is entirely 
destructive of those efforts. Instead of encouraging the 
parties involved in the Cyprus dispute to return to the 
negotiating table, an arms cut-off to Turkey could mean 
the indefinite postponement of meaningful negotiations. 
Instead of strengthening America’s ability to persuade the 
parties to resolve the dispute, it would lessen our influence 
on all the parties concerned. It would as well imperil our 
relationships with our Turkish ally and weaken us in the 


crucial Eastern Mediterranean. It directly jeopardizes the 
NATO alliance. 


Most tragic of all, an arms cut-off would not help 
Greece or the Greek Cypriot people who have suffered so 
tragically over the past several months. We recognize that 
we are still far from a settlement consistent with the honor 
and dignity of Greece, and are prepared to exert our in- 
fluence to that end. But reckless acts that prevent progress 
toward a Cyprus settlement harm Greece, for it is the 
Greek government and the Greek Cypriots who have the 
most to gain from a compromise settlement. And it is they 
who have the most to lose from continued deadlock. 

It is for these reasons that I am vetoing the bill sent to 
me. I do so because, should this measure become law, it 
would be impossible for the United States to continue to 
play any meaningful role in assisting the parties to resolve 


the Cyprus dispute. We would inevitably be forced to with- 
draw from the negotiations because the Congress would 
have taken from us the tools we need to affect the 
outcome. 

My choice, then, is unavoidable; my responsibility clear. 
I ask that the Congress reconsider its action and send to 
me a bill that we can all support; a bill that provides the 
flexibility needed to carry forward the foreign policy of the 
United States.’ 

GERALD R. Forp 

The White House, 

October 14, 1974. 
NOTE: On October 15, 1974, the House of Representatives voted to 


sustain the President’s veto. For the President’s statement follow- 
ing the House action, see page 1284 of this issue. 


State and Local Efforts 
To Fight Inflation 


Telegram to Governors, Mayors, and County 
Executives. October 14, 1974 


The nonpartisan voluntary Citizens’ Action Committee 
to Fight Inflation has recommended a 10-point program 
which I plan to pass on to the Nation in a speech in Kan- 
sas City Tuesday evening. Two of their recommendations 
also can be implemented by State and local authorities: 
(1) conserve energy by enforcing the 55-mile per hour 
speed limit, and (2) eliminate outmoded regulations that 
keep costs of goods and services high and enforce regula- 
tions that advance efficiency, health, and safety. 

The Committee also asked me to call upon all Gover- 
nors, mayors, and other local officials to set up similar 
voluntary citizens’ action committees to fight inflation in 
the States and communities. I urge you to assist by prompt 
action on the Committee’s recommendations. Thanks for 
your cooperation. 

Warm regards, 
GerALp R. Forp 


NoTE: This is the text of identical telegrams sent to 54 Governors, 
150 mayors, and 30 county executives. 


National Legal Secretaries’ Court 
Observance Week, 1974 


Proclamation 4327. October 14, 1974 
By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


Our vast and complex system of justice cannot function 
without the skill and dedication of our Nation’s legal 
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secretaries. Without these unsung heroines of the legal 
process, the wheels of justice would grind to a permanent 
halt. They deserve the praise, gratitude and respect not 
only of their employers but of the system which they serve 
so well. One way in which their employers can demon- 
strate their appreciation for jobs well done is by giving 
their legal secretaries greater opportunities to observe 
courtroom proceedings—to see more of the system in 
action. 

To pay tribute to this fine group of Americans, and to 
encourage their exposure to courtroom proceedings, the 
Congress by House Joint Resolution 898 of the Ninety- 
third Congress, has requested the President to proclaim 
the second full week in October, 1974, as National Legal 
Secretaries’ Court Observance Week. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GerALp R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate the 
week beginning October 14, 1974, as National Legal 
Secretaries’ Court Observance Week. I call upon the 
people of the United States to observe that week with 
appropriate ceremonies and activities. Furthermore, I call 
upon the legal community, throughout that week and 
during the ensuing year, to enhance their legal secretaries’ 
understanding of their role in the administration of justice 
in this Nation by affording them more opportunities to 
observe actual courtroom proceedings. 

In Witness Wuereor, I have hereunto set my hand 
this fourteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-four, and of the Independence 


of the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
ninth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 9:30 am., 
October 15, 1974] 


Continuing Appropriations Resolution 


Statement by the President Following Action by the 
House of Representatives Sustaining the President's 
Veto of the Resolution. October 15, 1974 


I am deeply gratified by the House vote sustaining my 
veto of the continuing resolution. This wise and responsive 
action will serve the cause of peace on Cyprus while main- 


taining the strength of our vital security relationships in 
the Eastern Mediterranean. 


I want to thank the Congressional leadership for its 
understanding and support. I look forward to working 
in partnership with the Congress to enhance the ability of 
the United States to assist the parties in negotiating a 
peaceful and lasting resolution of the Cyprus dispute and 
in responding generously to the humanitarian relief needs 
of the Cypriot people. At the same time, I ask Congress for 
prompt action to provide continued funding without en- 
cumbering restrictions for the operation of several depart- 
ments and agencies. 


Department of State 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Charles W. Robinson To Be Under Secretary for 
Economic Affairs. October 15, 1974 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Charles W. Robinson, of San Francisco, Calif., as 
Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs. He will 
succeed William J. Casey. 

Since 1965, Mr. Robinson has served as president and 
general manager of Marcona Corp. of San Francisco, 
Calif. In 1961, he became president and managing di- 
rector of the Marcona Mining Co., after having served 
as executive vice president and general manager since 
1959. 

From 1952 to 1960, he was with the Utah Construc- 
tion Co., serving as assistant treasurer, assistant secretary, 
and vice president. In 1951, he was named manager of 
the Monterey Trading Co. in Panama. From 1950 to 
1951, he was an associate with the management consult- 
ing firm of McKinsey & Co., Inc. In 1947, he was assistant 
to production services manager for the Golden State Dairy 
Products Co., serving until 1950. 

Mr. Robinson was born on September 7, 1919, in Long 
Beach, Calif. He received his A.B. (cum laude) in 1941 
from the University of California. He received his M.B.A. 
in 1947 from Stanford University Graduate School of 
Business Administration. He served with the United States 
Navy from 1941 to 1946. From 1941 to 1942, he attended 
the United States Naval Academy Post Graduate School. 
From 1942 to 1943, he was an engineering instructor at 
the United States Naval Academy Post Graduate School, 
and from 1943 to 1946 he was an engineering officer 
(lieutenant) at sea. 

He is married to Tamara Robinson, and they have three 
children. They reside in San Francisco, Calif. 
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Federal Election Campaign Act 
Amendments of 1974 


The President’s Remarks at the Bill Signing Ceremony 
at the White House. October 15, 1974 


Distinguished Members of the Congress, and guests: 

It is really a great privilege for me to have a part in 
what I think is historic legislation. As all of my good 
friends from the Congress know, a tremendous amount of 
work, a lot of extra labor, went into the putting together 
of this legislation. 

Quite frankly, I had some strong reservations about 
one version or one provision or another of the legislation, 
and I suspect some of the people here on both sides of the 
aisle have the same. 

But we got together in a spirit of cooperation, a willing- 
ness to work together, to give a little and take a little, and 
the net result is legislation that I think the American 
people want. It is legislation for the times. 

I am not telling you any secrets. I have some reserva- 
tions about the final version. But, in the spirit of coopera- 
tion and compromise, I think it ought to be signed and 
become a part of our statutory law. 

I can assure you from what I have heard, from the 
American people in writing and other communications, 
they want this legislation. So, it will soon be law. I think 
we do recognize that this legislation seeks to eliminate to 
a maximum degree some of the influences that have cre- 
ated some of the problems in recent years. And if that is 
the end result, certainly it is worth all the labor and all 
the compromises that were necessary in the process. 

Now, this is a major step in one direction. To a sub- 
stantial degree, there will be a degree of public financing. 
As long as it stays within the checkoff system, I am willing 
to go along with it. And I hope that the American tax- 
payers, as they make out their returns in the years ahead, 
will be generous so that those campaigns can and will be 
adequately financed. 

Well, what it all comes down to, in my judgment, is 
that between a Congress controlled by one party, a White 
House in the hands of another, and a working coopera- 
tion between the Senate and the House, and the hard 
working members of that conference—I guess you were 
part of that, weren’t you, Wayne—[laughter]|—we ended 
up with some legislation that I think deserves the support 
of the American people, and I think they will support it. 

I congratulate the conferees, the House and the Senate, 
and the people from the outside who had a significant 
impact in urging the Congress and the White House to 
be forthcoming. 

So, I think this is a good day for 213 million Americans. 

Thank you very, very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 4:20 p.m. in the East Room at the 


White House. As enacted, the bill (S. 3044) is Public Law 93-443, 
approved October 15, 1974. 


Federal Election Campaign Act 
Amendments of 1974 


Statement by the President Upon Signing the Bill Into 
Law, While Expressing Reservations About Certain o 
Its Provisions. October 15, 1974 ; 


Today I am signing into law the Federal Campaign 
Act Amendments of 1974. 

By removing whatever influence big money and special 
interests may have on our Federal electoral process, this 
bill should stand as a landmark of campaign reform 
legislation. 

In brief, the bill provides for reforms in five areas: 

—It limits the amounts that can be contributed to any 
candidate in any Federal election, and it limits the 
amounts that those candidates can expend in their 
campaigns. 

—lIt provides for matching funds for Presidential pri- 
maries and public financing for Presidential nominating 
conventions and Presidential elections through use of the 
$1 voluntary tax checkoff. 

—It tightens the rules on any use of cash, it limits the 
amount of speaking honorariums, and it outlaws cam- 
paign dirty tricks. 

—lIt requires strict campaign financial reporting and 
disclosure. 

—lIt establishes a bipartisan six-member Federal elec- 
tion commission to see that the provisions of the act are 
followed. 

Although I support the aim of this legislation, I still 
have some reservations about it—especially about the use 
of Federal funds to finance elections. I am pleased that 
the money used for Federal financing will come from the 
$1 checkoff, however, thus allowing each taxpayer to 
make his own decision as to whether he wants his money 
spent this way. I maintain my strong hope that the volun- 
tary contribution will not become mandatory and that it 
will not in the future be extended to Congressional races. 
And although I do have reservations about the first 
amendment implications inherent in the limits on indi- 
vidual contributions and candidate expenditures, I am 
sure that such issues can be resolved in the courts. 

I am pleased with the bipartisan spirit that has led to 
this legislation. Both the Republican National Committee 
and the Democratic National Committee have expressed 
their pleasure with this bill, noting that it allows them to 
compete fairly. 

The times demand this legislation. 

There are certain periods in our Nation’s history when 
it becomes necessary to face up to certain unpleasant 
truths. 

We have passed through one of those periods. The un- 
pleasant truth is that big money influence has come to 
play an unseeming role in our electoral process. This bill 
will help to right that wrong. 
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I commend the extensive work done by my colleagues 
in both houses of Congress on this bill, and I am pleased 
to sign it today. 


NoTE: As enacted, the bill (S. 3044) is Public Law 93-443, ap- 
proved October 15, 1974. 


Future Farmers of America 


The President’s Remarks to the 47th Convention of the 
FFA at Kansas City, Missouri. October 15, 1974 


Thank you very, very much, President Mark Mayfield, 
the 13,000 Future Farmers of America registered for this 
wonderful 47th Convention, the 500,000 Future Farmers 
of America in every State of the Union, and your guests: 


It is a great privilege, and a very high honor to have 
an opportunity of participating in this wonderful conven- 
tion, and I thank you. And I thank you on behalf of 
Betty because she wanted me to come, too. 

One week ago I asked the Congress and the American 
people to help me revitalize the economy, slow inflation, 
and save energy. At that time I proposed specific and 
urgent actions. 

The American people, I can report tonight, have 
responded magnificently. A great citizens’ mobilization 
has begun and is beginning to roll. It is already evident 
here in this eager, up-beat convention of Future Farmers 
of America. And I thank you from the bottom of my 
heart. 

In this last week, I have received inflation-fighter enlist- 
ments from Americans of every conceivable occupation, 
economic circumstances, and political persuasion. Support 
has been freely offered by organizations and groups repre- 
senting all ages, races, religions, and reaching into every 
corner of our great land. 

America is arousing itself, as it always does in time of 
great challenge, to prove that we are a people who can 
do anything we want to do when we really want to do it. 
We are going to win in America. 

Now some have said that instead of asking Congress 
and the Nation to bite the bullet, I offered only a marsh- 
mallow. Well, I had already asked the Congress to post- 
pone for 3 months a 5.5 percent pay increase for Federal 
Government employees which would have saved $700 
million. Congress wouldn’t even chew that marshmallow. 
They haven’t, as yet, shown much appetite for some of 
the other “marshmallows” in my latest message. 

But if they don’t like the menu, I may be back with 
some tough turkey. 

It is my observation and view that the American people 
are hungry for some tough stuff to chew on in this crisis. 
I don’t know of any better place to look to the future of 
America than right here in the 13,000 faces of the Future 
Farmers of America. 


I don’t see anyone in this auditorium, not one, wearing 
a button that says “lose.” You want to win, and we are 
going to win. 

When your State presidents came to Washington last 
July during a time of tension in our national affairs, I 
pointed out to them that people around the world have 
great faith in America. I asked Future Farmers to have 
confidence in themselves, in our system of Government, 
and in our free competitive society. 

I appreciated their response and your response. I think 
it is well expressed in the creed of the Future Farmers. 
I believe with you, for example, “in the future of farming, 
with a faith born not of words but of deeds . . . in the 
promise of better days through better ways, even as the 
better things we now enjoy have come to us from the 
struggles of former years.” It couldn’t be expressed better. 

Number one of the major points in my address to the 
Congress last week was food. In a war against inflation, 
farmers are the front line soldiers. They have done a great 
job in America, making our country the bread basket of 
the world. 

To halt higher food prices, obviously we must produce 
more food. I called upon, in that message, every farmer 
to grow to full capacity, in return—and properly so—I 
promised every farmer the fuel and the fertilizer that 
he needs to do the job, plus a fair return for the crops 
that he produces. 

It is not only the young people in this auditorium who 
must lend their hands and their hearts to this task. I need 
help from young Americans all over this great land. The 
creative energy and the enthusiasm of youth in my 
judgment is our sure guarantee of winning. 

But in all honesty, youth has the most to gain. Restoring 
stability and strength to our economy doesn’t call for 
sacrifices so much as for contributions to one’s own future 
well-being. 

Last Saturday, 22 members of the Citizens’ Action 
Committee to Fight Inflation met with me at the White 
House. It was a beautiful fall afternoon, and I am sure 
many would have preferred on that committee to watch 
their favorite football game, or play some golf, or be with 
their family. 

But I am deeply grateful that this fine committee took 
the time and made the effort to join with me on a Satur- 
day to work on our national enemy number one. 

Let me stress this point, if I could: This is a volunteer 
working committee, a completely nonpartisan group deal- 
ing with a nonpartisan problem. It will seek to mobilize 
America against inflation and for energy conservation. 

I told the committee that if there was a scintilla of par- 
tisanship or if the group seemed to be merely a front for 
the White House, its efforts would be doomed to failure. 

Columnist Sylvia Porter, who has agreed to serve as 
national chairperson of this committee, responded that if 
I tried to manipulate the committee or seek to influence 
its actions, she and the other members would not partici- 
pate. We understand each other. 
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And I say with all the conviction that I have that I was 
greatly impressed with the membership of this committee 
and the cross section of America which it represents. 

Let me illustrate, if I might, in addition to Sylvia Porter, 
the committee elected four co-chairmen. They are: Carol 
T. Foreman, executive director of the Consumer Federa- 
tion of America; William J. Meyer, president of a small 
business company in Lansdale, Pennsylvania; Leo Perlis, 
director of community service of the AFL-CIO; and 
Frank Stanton, president of the National Red Cross. 

A task force headed by Ralph Nader, one of the com- 
mittee’s members, came up with suggestions which coin- 
cide to a large extent with the views emanating from the 
Conference on Inflation which the Future Farmers of 
America and many other groups attended, and your fine 
president, Mark Mayfield, was one of the participants 
and made a substantial contribution on behalf of all of you. 

I had touched upon some of the proposals in my mes- 
sage to Congress a week ago—grow more, waste less, drive 
less, and heat less. But the committee, last Saturday, added 
a few suggestions of their own. And I promised to pass the 
committee’s recommendations along to all of you here 
tonight. 

I will add some of the comments I have received, for 
example, in the mail at the White House from thousands 
upon thousands of individuals who responded enthusi- 
astically to my request at the summit Conference on 
Inflation. 

Committee recommendation number one: Bring budg- 
eting back in style. Balance your family budget and expect 
your Government officials to do exactly the same thing. 

I have already asked the Congress to work with me on 
this, the handling appropriately of the Federal budget. As 
to your family budget, I know how hard it is to balance, 
but many of your letters prove that it can be done. For 
example, Mr. and Mrs. Roland Spaek live in Holland, 
Michigan. He is a locomotive engineer working on a 
freight run between Grand Rapids and Chicago. Mr. and 
Mrs. Spaek describe in their letter to me how they are 
cutting their household budget, but they urge, and I 
quote, “Our Federal budget should be pared to the bone.” 
Don’t we all agree? 

Robert Stewart writes from Waverly, Tennessee, that 
he has a heart condition, unfortunately, and draws a pen- 
sion of only $251.28 a month. This allows him just two 
meals a day. “But thank God, we are not on welfare,”’ says 
Mr. Stewart. He asks me, and again I quote, “Cut our 
Government spending except for national defense.” Again, 
I think his example is a good one for all of us to observe. 

Committee recommendation number two was stated to 
me this way by Sylvia Porter: Learn how to use credit 
wisely. Postpone unnecessary borrowing. Wait for interest 
rates to come down, as they will, and pay down as much 
as you can, and pay off as quickly as you can. The cheap- 
est way to buy anything, we all know, is to pay cash. But 
credit wisely used is essential to our way of life in America. 


Committee recommendation number three is to save as 
much as you can and watch your money grow, which it 
will. Mrs. Frank Tennant writes from Climax, Michigan, 
that her husband works hard and she helps stretch the 
paycheck through systematic savings. Mr. Tennant is a 
self-taught machinist and a veteran who lost his leg in 
Korea. But it is his ability rather than his disability that 
comes through in his dear wife’s letter. The Tennants 
report they do not use credit cards. They put something 
in their credit union each week and buy a Government 
bond every month. They should be applauded. 

James Kincaid of Belleville, Illinois, suggests a new 
type of Government anti-inflation bond, purchased 
through payroll deduction in which the interest rate is 
more competitive. 

Because I received many communications in this area, 
I have asked the Treasury Department to look into the 
possibility of issuing a new series of WIN bonds and report 
to me the feasibility of Mr. Kincaid’s idea. 

Meanwhile, if you can save more, the hard-pressed 
homebuilding mortgage market, homebuilders and home- 
purchasers need your dollars. For those who can’t save 
much, or anything, under the present circumstances, here 
is a very simple formula—everytime the cost of living 
drops one percent in the Index, put just one percent of 
your spendable income into savings. 

Committee recommendation number four: Conserve 
energy, save on fuel, and take the pressure off scarce sup- 
plies. The committee advocates observance of the 55-mile 
speed limit. It urges that we use public transit and car- 
pools. And they respectfully suggest that all of us walk a 
bit more. 

Enforcement of the 55-mile speed limit is largely a 
State and local responsibility with voluntary cooperation 
from all of you which is an essential ingredient. Here, we 
can save both gasoline and lives. Yesterday, I wired every 
Governor and many local officials urging them to follow 
through on this recommendation. 

At the same time, I directed the strict enforcement of 
the 55-mile speed limit, except in emergencies, on all Fed- 
eral property and by drivers of all Federal Government 
cars, including my own. And I say this now, with some 
firmness, but some trepidation: I will ask for voluntary 
cooperation and compliance from the four younger Fords 
in our family. 

From Hillsboro, Oregon, the Stevens family writes they 
are fixing up their bikes to do the family errands. They are 
also using fewer electrical appliances, turning the thermo- 
stat down, and the lights off. 

Bob Cantrell, a 14-year-old in Pasadena, California, 
gave up his stereo to save energy. Bob urges the initiation 
of high school courses that teach students how to conserve 
energy. He adds, and I quote, “If a kid nags his parents 
to conserve energy long enough, it will help.” And I might 
add from my own experiences, believe me, it will. 

Committee recommendation number five is directed 
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at business and labor. It calls upon them not to raise prices 
or wages more than costs or services absolutely require. 

Admittedly, this is a very complex subject, and it can- 
not be handled on a nationwide basis. I believe that local 
citizen action committees, including labor and manage- 
ment representation, should be set up in every community 
to interpret this recommendation, set realistic goals for 
themselves, and to report by Thanksgiving—just 6 weeks 
away—which plants, which stores, or other enterprises are 
doing the best job of holding the line in their community 
on costs and on prices. 

If they do a good job, and we find the winners around 
the country in every community, in every State, I will then 
award WIN flags to the most outstanding as public recog- 
nition of their contribution to the fight on inflation. 

Similar recognition will be given to outstanding energy 
savers, both individuals and groups. Saving energy is, of 
course, a major way to save costs. 

The national committee will help local groups to 
organize. 

Committee recommendation number six: To help offset 
pay increases, insist on productivity improvements where 
you work from the boss on down the line. In short, work 
better, waste less, both of time and materials. 

And there is not a place where business is done or activ- 
ity is undertaken where the boss and everyone else can’t 
work better and save more. And we should urge them to 
do it as soon as possible. 

Now, Mr. and Mrs. Ed Monson write from San Antonio 
to urge support of companies showing a higher degree of 
concern for energy solutions and the unemployment 
problems. 

Mrs. Hannah Folsom of Ojai, California, offers an 
additional suggestion. She urges that steps be taken to cut 
down on the proportion of administrative personnel to 
productive workers in plants and stores and the like. I think 
this is a great idea. 

And let me say to Mrs. Folsom, I will apply this good 
idea to the Federal bureaucracy. 

Committee recommendation number seven proposes 
we make economizing fashionable. Let me repeat that— 
economizing fashionable. Shop wisely, look for bargains, 
go for the lowest-cost item, and, most importantly, brag 
about the fact that you are a bargain hunter. You should 
be proud of it. 

The committee certainly is not suggesting Americans 
should buy less. We should all buy smarter, stick to a 
shopping list. The experts tell us that is the best way to 
get a real bargain. 

Kathy Daly, a student at Sacred Heart High School in 
Weymouth, Massachusetts, has one formula for shopping 
wisely and saving energy. Kathy suggests buying warmer 
clothes this winter. 

G. M. Knapp of Tucson, Arizona, puts it this way: 
“Only you can stop inflation. Buy only if you need it.” 

Committee recommendation number eight asks Ameri- 


cans to work with others to eliminate outmoded regula- 
tions that keep the cost of goods and services high and to 
enforce regulations that advance efficiency, health, and 
safety. 

W. A. Taylor of Cambridge, Massachusetts, points out 
that because of Interstate Commerce Commission regu- 
lations, many, many trucks return empty, deadheading, 
so to speak. I have already asked the Congress to under- 
take a joint review of restrictive and outdated rules by 
the Federal Government and its independent regulatory 
agencies. 

Yesterday, I called upon Governors and mayors and 
others to do the same thing. 

Committee recommendation number nine is do it your- 
self. Plant WIN gardens for yourself or within your com- 
munity. Pool other do-it-yourself skills, and you can. 

Sylvia Porter tells me that $10 worth of seeds on a 
25’-by-30’ plot will grow $290 worth of vegetables. And 
she contends that community gardens can grow even 
in the inner cities of our major metropolitan areas. Many 
letters to the White House propose WIN gardens. 

Rick Jacobsen of the fifth grade at Sault Ste. Marie, 
Michigan, writes the White House that “we planted our 
own garden so we could save on vegetables.” In southern 
areas of our country, there is still plenty of time to plant 
WIN gardens. The rest of us who come from the north- 
ern States can plan for the next spring. 

Committee recommendation number ten asks Ameri- 
cans to assist in recycling programs and the reuse of scrap 
metals. 

Margaret and Bill Dalton of High Falls, New York, 
write me on recycled paper that | ton of recycled fibers 
saves 17 live trees and a ton of waste. 

Talbert and Elaine Stein of Detroit ask for more re- 
cycling centers at local sites so you don’t have to travel so 
far to deposit a few cans or bottles. 

Mrs. Laird Barber of Morris, Minnesota, wants to 
know if a national program can be organized to collect 
cans, glass, newspapers. The Citizens’ Committee is going 
to stimulate local organizations throughout our country in 
this regard. 

I cite these because they are typical of thousands and 
thousands of creative suggestions from Americans in all 
50 States. 

I would like to add, if I might, just two points on my 
own to round out the committee’s ten to make it a daily 
dozen. 

Number eleven, waste less in every way. Unfortunately, 
Americans have an international reputation as the world’s 
worst wasters. We waste food, gasoline, paper, electricity, 
natural resources. As a matter of fact, we waste most every- 
thing. We litter our streets and countryside with waste. 

One friend told me we could probably whip— just un- 
derstand this—whip inflation with the contents of our 
trash cans. 

In your own home, let me make a simple suggestion. 
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Just take one hour to make a trash inventory. In the 
letters that I have received at the White House are thou- 
sands of good suggestions, for instance, take all you want, 
but eat all you take. 

The first words I can remember in my dad’s house were 
very simple but very direct: Clean up your plate before 
you get up from the table. And that is still pretty good 
advice. 

When you aren’t using them, turn off the lights, turn 
off the television, turn off the radio, turn off the water, 
use less hot water, insulate attics and windows, shut doors, 
keep rooms at 68 degrees in wintertime when you are 
awake, and lower temperatures when you sleep. 

Reducing waste, we know, can save money and energy 
at the very same time. It is a double duty for inflation 
fighters. 

My 12th and final point is an important one to every 
one of us: Guard your health. One of the worst wastes 
we have in America is days lost through sickness. Statisti- 
cally, we are one of the healthiest nations in the world and 
your governments and the medical profession are con- 
stantly trying to improve public health and disease pre- 
vention. 

But the facts are we can do much better. This will 
materially strengthen our attack on inflation by increas- 
ing individual productivity, by reducing demand for 
health care and the checking of its soaring costs, by help- 
ing balance the family budget in this essential but unpre- 
dictable cost item. 

The success of cooperative voluntary action will depend 
on a mutuality of effort, a sense of fairness, and a wide- 
spread support of goals. The benefits of such action will 
lead to greater civic efforts by millions of Americans and 
a focused awareness of what directions public policy 
should take toward economic justice for all. 

I have requested the Governors of every State and the 
governing authorities of our territories and the District 
of Columbia to form WIN committees on the State and 
local levels. It is my observation that a chain reaction has 
started. Our Government will not dictate this drive but 
will use its existing mechanisms to assure the cumulative 
effort. 

I have asked the Federal Energy Administration to con- 
tinue and make public, to exhibit for all of us to look at, 
monthly reports on gasoline consumption so we can make 
sure that we save that 1 million barrels per day from 
foreign imports. 

Earlier, I asked every American to drive or to cut his 
car mileage by 5 percent. That is not very hard. That 
would save one-fourth of the 1975 goal for petroleum 
savings. 

Tonight, I ask, I ask those who can, to make it 10 per- 
cent, and I am ordering an even larger reduction for all 
Federal vehicles. 

A national reporting system will be instituted before 
this year ends to assure a new year of less inflation and 


greater self-confidence for all Americans. We will know 
exactly where we are going and how fast we are getting 
there. 

As I listen and travel, I-hear each day of new and ex- 
citing efforts by individuals and volunteer groups in our 
great country. This is the real WIN spirit of America. 
I am greatly encouraged. I think we are on our way. 

With your help, each new day will bring more good 
news than bad news for our economy. Yes, there will be 
some setbacks. We will not be out of the economic 
trenches by Christmas. But I remind you, if I might, of 
just one fact: Every battle in history has been won by 
the side that held on for just 5 minutes longer. Our enemy 
in this battle has been called inflation. But perhaps Pogo 
was wiser when he said: I have met the enemy, and he 
is us. 

If we, the people, can overcome ourselves as we have 
other enemies in our history, we will surely overcome our 
economic difficulties and come out a happier and a better 
people. 

Let me close by reading you an energy-saving suggestion 
of an 8-year-old girl in Bristol, Virginia. Her name is 
Luette Drumheller, and here is what she wrote: “Turn 
off lights when not needed, and if you are scared when 
you go to bed without the light on, tell your mother or 
father, and they will do something about it.” 

Luette, we are not going to be scared of the dark, any 
of us, because we are all in this together—mothers and 
fathers, grandparents and great, great grandparents, sis- 
ters, and brothers—auntil together, we turn back on the 
lights of a brighter tomorrow in America. 

Thank you very, very much. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 7:05 p.m. at the Municipal Audi- 


torium, Kansas City, Mo. His remarks were broadcast live on radio 
and television. 


Kansas City, Missouri 


The President’s Remarks at a Breakfast for 
Republican Candidates. October 16, 1974 


Thank you very, very much, Tom, Governor Bond, your 
associates of State government, public officials, wonderful 
people from Missouri and elsewhere. 

It is a great privilege and pleasure to be here for this 
occasion. 

I had a great meeting last night with some 13,000 or 
14,000 Future Farmers of America. I looked outside this 
morning and the weather is super. I have met some grand 
people here today, and I ate breakfast I didn’t have to 
make myself. [Laughter] 

Let me just summarize by saying everything is up-to- 
date in Kansas City. 
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I might tell one story about the White House of the 
last few weeks. We have a new addition—you might 
have seen it on television or on the media. My daughter 
Susan and our new White House photographer, David 
Kennerly, got together and surprised me with a beautiful 
8-month-old golden retriever. 

The Fords have had two over the last 20-some years. 
The last one died a year ago in August. 

Let me tell you the story of how Susan and David 
acquired this beautiful new dog for the White House. 
They called up a very highly recommended kennel and 
said that they wanted to buy a golden retriever puppy. 
The owner said that was fine, but who would the owner be. 

They said it is a surprise, they wanted to keep it secret. 
Well, the owner said he didn’t sell dogs that way. He 
would have to know whether the dog was going to have 
a good home. 

So Susan and Dave said to him, said to the kennel 
owner, that the parents were friendly, they were middle- 
aged, and they lived in a big white house with a fence 
around it. 

The kennel owner said that was good, do they own or 
rent? 

Well, Dave and Susan were a little preplexed with that 
question, and they thought for a moment and said, “Well, 
I guess you might call it public housing.” 

The kennel owner said, well, that was all right—the 
way they explained it. They said the dog was healthy, 
and it was going to eat a lot. Does the father have a steady 
job? 

Well, they were stuck for an answer with that one. 

Well, we got the dog and in the true Bicentennial 
spirit, we named the dog Liberty. And one of the inquis- 
itive reporters asked Susan, “Who is going to take care 
of Liberty? Who is going to feed her? Who is going to 
groom her? Who is going to take her out at night and 
bring her in in the morning?” 

Of course, Susan, in a typical 17-year-old daughter 
fashion, said, “Daddy.” 

Well, I have a little feeling that this Liberty is going 
to restrict just a bit of mine, but with a great dog like 
that we are very fortunate. 

Let me make about four points this morning. I can 
recall very vividly quite a few years ago when I first 
started campaigning for Republican candidates coming to 
the great State of Missouri. And at that time, if my 
memory is accurate, there wasn’t a single statewide public 
office held by a Republican. 

There was just one Republican Member of the House, 
Tom Curtis. A few years later, I had the privilege of 
coming back to campaign on behalf of our candidates. 
At that time, we had two Republican Members of the 
House of Representatives—Tom Curtis and that vener- 
able Doc Hall. 

And at that time, you had just elected a fine, outstand- 
ing Attorney General, Jack Danvers. And then, in 1972, 


I came back and you had a superb ticket headed by Kit 
Bond. And on that occasion, you elected Kit, his running 
mate, Bill Phelps, and you also elected Gene Taylor to 
replace Doc Hall. 

It just seems to me that what the Republican Party 
has presented to the State of Missouri at the State level 
is a ticket that believes in reform and who does something 
about it—a ticket that gives honesty and integrity and 
vision to the State of Missouri. 

And I can tell you it is privilege and pleasure for me 
to be here in the company of this group of State office- 
holders represented at the top by Kit Bond. I congratulate 
you in this State for what you have done. 

But the problem we face in 1974, particularly as I see 
it from Washington, is how we can strengthen the Con- 
gress, strengthen the Congress in the United States Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

Now, you have in Gene Taylor, of the Seventh District, 
a strong, strong Member of the House, a small business- 
man who knows not only his own business but the needs 
and requirements of the people of that Congressional 
District. And during the time that I was the Minority 
Leader of the House of Representatives early in the pres- 
ent Congress, Gene Taylor was a big help to me in fight- 
ing the problems that we face: inflation, inadequate 
defense programs—the problems that come up every day 
to make sure that our Government at the Federal level 
is run properly. 

Gene Taylor, in my humble opinion, meets all the cri- 
teria for a great Member of the House of Representatives, 
and I hope the people in the Seventh District send him 
back to Washington with a resounding margin. 

But at the national level in the two big areas of how 
we keep our economy strong and how we maintain the 
peace, I need a stronger Congress. 

Let’s take the first issue, the issue of how to put a lid 
on inflation on the one hand and keep our economy 
strong on the other. This is a very difficult line to draw. 
It requires leadership in the White House; it requires 
cooperation in the Congress; it requires the total cooper- 
ation of Governors and local officials throughout all 50 
States. 

Let me speak for a moment, if I might, about Kit Bond. 
When I arrived yesterday at the airport, Kit handed me 
his response to the telegram that I sent every Governor 
the day before asking for their help, their cooperation. 
And here is the letter that Kit sent me. It indicates that 
he and the people of Missouri have cooperated. And he 
indicates that he and his administration will continue 
that cooperation. 

It means we have to save energy by driving less—the 
enforcement of the 55 mile speed limit, the conservation 
in your State government and its affairs. By driving less 
you save money and you save lives—and, as I recall the 
letter, Kit, a 31-percent reduction in lives saved on the 
highways of Missouri. 
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I congratulate you and the people of Missouri for this 
great achievement. 

But what I am saying is that if we got from every 
Governor of every State the cooperation we have gotten 
from Kit and his associates, we would be well ahead of 
the program and the schedules that I have outlined. 

But a moment ago I said we had to have the help and 
assistance of the Congress, and this brings us to my com- 
ments concerning an old and dear friend of mine, Tom 
Curtis. We served together in the House of Representa- 
tives for about 20 years. 

Tom Curtis is one of the most expert individuals I have 
ever known in the Congress on the problems of taxation. 
He served on the Committee on Ways and Means with 
skill and dedication, total integrity, also served for a 
number of years on the Joint Economic Committee— 
the House and Senate, the experts that are drawn from 
both the House and the Senate to take a look not just at 
taxation but the total economic problems. 

And from that experience, he can contribute signifi- 
cantly to not only Missouri but to the country as a whole 
when he is elected on November 5. 

But I can speak from very personal relations with Tom 
Curtis. We were friends. Our families were good friends. 
I watched him day after day after day on the floor of the 
House, and he was the kind of a Congressman and he is 
the kind of a Senator that I would want to vote for if I 
lived in the State of Missouri. 

I often say that one of the things our big spenders don’t 
understand and don’t realize is that as they try to allegedly 
help some beneficiaries and promise them this and promise 
them that—I think Tom would agree with me a hundred 
percent in this very simple statement—some of the big 
spenders don’t understand that a government big enough 
to give us everything we want is a government big enough 
to take from us everything we have. 

And in the economic message that I sent to the Congress 
a week ago Tuesday, I asked the Congress to set a spend- 
ing limit of $300 billion which is $5.4 billion less than the 
proposed expenditures submitted to the Congress last 
January. 

We can meet that target and it would be a lot more 
attainable if we had some of those “show me” Congress- 
men from Missouri like Gene Taylor and Tom Curtis. 

They would ask those tough questions. What is the 
money for? What are you going to do with it? Why can’t 
you trim it? Why can’t we cut back in a reasonable, re- 
sponsible way in this tough struggle that we have to get 
away from double-digit inflation, to give our country the 
leadership throughout the world in trying to set an exam- 
ple for other nations, to tighten our belts and bolster the 
free world as it meets in many ways the challenges of 
those who have a different philosophical view, a different 
ideology. 

Well, the other question I would like to speak about 
this morning was brought home to me very vividly last 


night and again this morning. One of our major objec- 
tives, in this case it is Democratic and Republican, is the 
maintenance of peace throughout the world—peace 
through negotiations, not through confrontation. 

Last night, as I was having a cup of coffee working 
with some of my staff, I was sitting in a room in the 
Muehleback Hotel, and I looked up and there were two 
pictures of Harry Truman. One of those pictures showed 
Harry Truman, a great Democratic President, signing 
in May of 1947 the Greek-Turkish aid program. And his- 
tory has a strange way of repeating itself. The cooperation 
between a great Democratic President from the State of 
Missouri and the cooperation of a great United States 
Senator from my home State, the State of Michigan, 
Arthur Vandenberg, brought together the United States 
in a program aimed at saving the Mediterranean—help- 
ing Greece and Turkey and laying the foundations for 
NATO, an alliance with our friends in Europe that has 
maintained the peace in that continent for better than 
a quarter of a century. 

And right now, a Republican President is having some 
trouble with a Democratic Congress in almost the same 
way. I want to say here and now that the Democratic 
leadership in both the House and the Senate agree with 
me, but unfortunately, a majority of the Congress do not 
understand that some of the efforts that are being made 
are hurting Greece, precluding the possibility of a legi- 
timate settlement of the problem of Cyprus, and under- 
mining NATO which has given us peace in Western 
Europe for better than a quarter of a century. 

And what we need in the Congress right now is Mem- 
bers who understand that the United States, if it has 
flexibility, if it has leadership, if it has unity between 
the Executive and the Congress, can continue to give the 
guiding hand for the maintenance of peace not only in 
Western Europe but in the Mediterranean and in other 
parts of the world. 

And I know that I can count on people like Tom 
Curtis when he is there to help and assist in this great 
struggle for peace, not only on a temporary basis but on 
a permanent basis. 

And one final comment: I have been reading the polls 
lately. If you read them, I guess in my position—and some 
others who feel so strongly about our party—they are a 
little discouraging. Well, the polls have been wrong in 
the past. But let me point out if the polls are right—and 
I don’t assume they are—you can have what some of 
the most partisan members of the opposition say, a veto- 
proof Congress. 

Now, what does that mean? It means that you will 
have a concentration of power in one of the three branches 
of the Federal Government. In effect, you will have a 
legislative dictatorship. One of the biggest strengths of 
America for the last 200 years has been balance—checks 
and balances. 


Our forefathers put together in that Constitution a 
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system predicated on a strong President in the White 
House, a strong Congress in the legislative branch, a 
strong judicial system in the Supreme Court, one check- 
ing on the other, and that finely tuned balance has given 
us the great blessings that we have had for almost 200 
years. 

Now if you have a veto-proof Congress, you in effect 
have one branch of the Government dictating to at least 
one of the others. 

Americans don’t like dictatorships. They like a system 
of checks and balances. And so in order to maintain that 
balance, I think we have got to go out and make a 
massive effort aimed at a Congress that will cooperate to 
beat inflation, to strengthen our economy, a Congress 
that will give us the tools to maintain the peace and not 
handicap and hamstring us with restrictions that interfere 
with our capability to do the job, a Congress that will be 
cooperative, not a Congress that will be subservient, not a 
Congress that will be a dictator, but a Congress that is a 
part of the team with some give and take. 

And so I say to you, the odds are tough, but I think 
those odds were pretty tough last Saturday when Missouri 
played Nebraska. 

And those tough ballplayers from Missouri did a job, 
and if you do your job, if you enlist in this great struggle 
for the kind of representation Tom Curtis can give you, 
the kind of representation other candidates on the ticket 
can give you, you can win just as they did. 

Thank you very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:36 a.m. at the Muehlebach Hotel, 
Kansas City, Mo. Prior to the breakfast, the ‘President attended a 
reception at the hotel for a group of Republicans. 


As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 


Sioux Falls, South Dakota 


The President’s Remarks at a Rally at the Sioux Falls 
Arena. October 16, 1974 


Thank you very, very much, my good friend and former 
colleague in the House of Representatives, Jim Abdnor. 
And may I express from the bottom of my heart the tre- 
mendous welcome, the enthusiasm and warmth of this 
reception. I cannot in any words in my vocabulary express 
my deep gratitude and appreciation. Thank you very, 
very much. 

And if I might on a very personal note: A good many 
years ago I matriculated to the University of Michigan. 
This was back in 1931, and I didn’t have much money, 
but a woman here today and her husband made it possi- 
ble for me to rent a room on the third floor—the cheapest 
part of their rooming house—at the cost of $4.00 a week 
to go to the University. And I want to thank Elizabeth 
Van Wye, the widow of John Van Wye, who was con- 


nected with your University for a long, long time. Eliza- 
beth, it is nice to see you. 

It is good to be back in South Dakota. I have been here 
a good many times. And I especially enjoy it here in the 
Mount Rushmore area. There are four faces on that great, 
great national monument. One is a Federalist, one is a 
Democrat, and two are historical pillars of the Republican 
Party. This is the kind of political scorecard that I like 
in South Dakota. 

Naturally, I am delighted to be on the same platform 
with some truly fine, outstanding people who fit the tradi- 
tion of Abraham Lincoln, Teddy Roosevelt, and other 
greats in our political system—people like Jim Abdnor, 
Leo Thorsness, John Olson, Larry Pressler. 

As you know better than I—well, he mentioned as we 
were coming in that the hunting season opened in South 
Dakota last Saturday, and, by coincidence, you might 
have seen in the newspapers or on TY in the last week 
or so that the White House has a new addition. 

My daughter Susan and David Kennerly, the new 
White House photographer, got together and surprised 
me and my wife Betty with a new, 8-month-old golden 
retriever. The Fords had two golden retrievers in the last 
20 years. Unfortunately, both had passed away. So, I 
would like to tell you a story about how David and Susan 
acquired this new White House tenant. 

They called up a very highly recommended kennel and 
said they wanted to buy a golden retriever puppy. The 
owner of the kennel said, “Fine. Who will the owner be?” 
And they said, “It is a surprise.” They would like to keep 
it a secret. 

Well, the kennel owner said he didn’t sell his fine dogs 
under those circumstances. He would have to know if 
the puppy was going to have a good owner, a nice home. 

So, Susan and David assured the kennel owner that it 
would be and that the parents were friendly, middle-aged, 
and lived in a big white house with a fence around it. 
The kennel owner said, “Well, that sounded all right. 
Do they own it, or do they rent it?” 

Well, Susan and David thought a minute and said, 
“Well, I guess you might call it public housing.” 

Well, the kennel owner said that was all right. Now, 
he also added, “This is a big dog. It likes to eat. It will 
need a lot of food. Does the father have a steady job?” 

Well, Susan and David were stuck with an answer 
to that question. 


All I can say is I heard a lot about your great hunting 
out here. I sometime hope that I can come out and enjoy 
the great outdoor facilities and the great outdoor oppor- 
tunities you have in South Dakota which I don’t think 
are matched by any State in the Union. 

Your fine Congressman, Jim Abdnor, flew with me 
from Washington, and I can assure you from the time 
that I had the close opportunity to work with him in the 
House of Representatives—he was sworn in in January 
of 1973—that you in South Dakota are fortunate to have 
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someone who understands the problems of the farmers, 
the problems of balancing a budget, the problems of 
handling taxes in the right and the best way. I just think 
you in South Dakota have a great, great Congressman in 
Jim Abdnor. 

And having looked at a lot of Congressmen over 25 
years—some of them kind of coming and going like Grey- 
hound buses—Jim Abdnor is the kind of person I would 
vote to keep in Congress because he does a good job for 
his people at home. 

Leo Thorsness—I heard about Leo before he got into 
the political arena, and his reputation then was one that 
I envied, a reputation of total dedication to this country, 
a dedication to principles under the most adverse cir- 
cumstances, a man with a strong background based on 
real, deep conviction about the principles that are so 
essential to make our country an even better land in the 
future. 

I know that Leo will be a full-time fighter against infla- 
tion on a year-in and year-out basis instead of once every 
6 years at election time. 

And I happen to think that Larry Pressler can do a 
great job for you in the Congress. 

Leo and Larry will bring you, when elected Novem- 
ber 5, a full strength of sound people handling your 
money and your problems in the House as well as the 
Senate. 

And, of course, under the theory that I believe in, 
that we don’t have to make all the decisions and all the 
judgments in Washington, that we need sound, respon- 
sible, thoughtful people at the State and local level, we 
need John Olson to be the next Governor of the State of 
South Dakota. 

And if I might, in a very personal way, explain to 
you why I am here in South Dakota. There has been some 
criticism that maybe the President ought to stay in the 
White House, and work in the Oval Office, and never 
leave the banks of the Potomac. 

I don’t agree with that. I happen to believe that the 
American people have a right to see their President and 
to hear him defend the kind of programs that he believes 
are in the best interest of our country, both at home and 
abroad. 

I think I get a better understanding of what people in 
‘South Dakota want and believe by being right here in 
this great auditorium rather than peering out some 
window in the White House. 

You can tell me with criticism, with comments, with 
endorsements of what we are doing right or what we are 
doing wrong, and I can get it better at the grassroots 
than I can from some ivory tower on the banks of the 
Potomac. 

And I thank you for coming here just to give me that 
advice. I appreciate it. 

As I see it, we have got two or three major problems in 
this country. One, we have got to lick the battle of infla- 
tion and keep our economy strong at the same time. 


And I submitted to the Congress a week ago, on 
Tuesday, a 31-proposition package that, if enacted, if 
you support it, will give us a better handle and success 
against inflation and, if enacted and supported by the 
American people, will keep us going on a steady, steady 
course upward to provide a better and better living for 
all our people. 

And I happen to think guys like Jim Abdnor, Leo 
Thorsness are the kind of people that can work at helping 
in the problems not only at home but abroad. 

What we need in this country is not a partisan foreign 
policy. Some 26 years ago it was my privilege to go as a 
brand new freshman Congressman to the Nation’s Capi- 
tal, and I was engulfed by a bipartisan foreign policy 
with a Democratic President, Harry Truman, working 
with a Republican Congress in the 80th Congress. And 
those two people representing the executive branch, on 
the one hand, and the Congress, on the other, gave us 
peace in Western Europe, helped us to build the kind of 
policy that has been good for us in Western Europe for 
almost 30 years. 

What we need is a bipartisan foreign policy, and that 
can be supplied by Jim Abdnor, by Leo, by Larry 
Pressler. We need that kind of support if we are going to 
keep the peace and build the peace in the future. And 
I hope you support them for those two very, very good 
reasons. 

I know the State of South Dakota is one of the greatest 
States in the Union for many reasons. But you have a 
particular pride, a special feeling about the contribu- 
tions that this great State of South Dakota does in being 
a significant part of the breadbasket of not only the 
United States but the world. 

Now let me talk, if I might, about the part that farmers 
and those associated with them can do in this great strug- 
gle to win the battle against inflation. 

I have assured the farmers of this and every State 
that they will have all the fuel, all the fertilizer that they 
need to harvest their bountiful crops this year and next 
year. They will be in your hands. 

Let me add one other thing while I am talking about 
fuel. Prior to my speech a week ago, everybody else but 
myself was telling the American people what I was going 
to say about gasoline taxes. Well, I have now said or 
given my own views, but I want to reiterate it right here 
to you in South Dakota: I am vigorously opposed to any 
additional Federal tax on gasoline, and I will fight it as 
hard as I possibly can. 

We want to keep this country rolling, not parked on 
a dead-end street. 

Let me add one special concern that I had for people 
of South Dakota when this issue was presented to me and 
I rejected it. I thought of the people of South Dakota and 
other States who have to travel not a couple of miles but 
many miles to go to the doctor or to the hospital. I thought 
about the people in South Dakota who have to go from 
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their farms or their ranch to the implement dealer or to 
the community where they trade. 

A gasoline tax would unfairly, in my judgment, penal- 
ize those people. And for that reason, among many others, 
I rejected it. And we are not going to have it as long as I 
am in the White House. 

There are some other things that have to be done, not 
just in agriculture, but they have to be done in agricul- 
ture. We have got to increase productivity. But I’d also 
like to add, when talking about productivity, that the 
statistics show that in the last 20 or more years, the farm- 
ers of America have increased their productivity more 
than any other segment of our economy in the whole 
United States, and I applaud you for it. 

But just because you are the champs doesn’t mean you 
can’t do better. So I am urging every one of you to make 
that little extra effort to make sure that we get the maxi- 
mum from our soil and from the toil of all of you. 

Now there is one question that is always raised that if 
the farmer produces more, responds to the demands of 
people in this country and around the world, what kind 
of protection, what kind of guarantee does the farmer 
who has made this special effort get? 

Let me add this: I promise a fair return, a fully fair 
and adequate return to the farmers of America, a fair 
profit on what you put in on your time, your labor, your 
investment, and your facilities. This is what you deserve, 
and this is what we have to guarantee. 

Let me add, if I might, the problems and the concerns 
of the people of rural America will not be buried under 
the concrete of big city interests. 

There is one comment I would like to make, and it is 
somewhat a sad one. I am particularly disturbed by the 
wasteful protest, the protest resulting in the slaughtering 
of calves in Wisconsin just yesterday, at a time when we 
are trying to increase the supply of food. 

I fully recognize the frustration that prompted this 
shocking demonstration, but their actions, I think, even if 
they reflect on it themselves, will contribute nothing, 
nothing toward a solution to the problem that they face 
or the problems that our country faces. 

I am aware of the cost-price squeeze in which livestock 
producers and feeders find themselves. I have requested 
from the Department of Agriculture and every other de- 
partment in the Federal Government the reports that I 
can look at and analyze, and I will meet very shortly at 
the White House with fair representation of the farmers 
and ranchers to get their solutions from them directly. 

I am disturbed by the disparity between the reduced 
earnings of the cattle growers and the higher prices 
charged to consumers throughout the Nation on the 
shelves of the supermarkets. And I am asking the new 
Council on Wage and Price Stability to examine the 
reasons behind this gap which is paid to the farmer and 
what must be paid on the other end of the line by the 
individual consumer. 


Something is obviously wrong, and I intend to do what 
I can to find out the cause and do something about it. 

Our livestock producers here in South Dakota obvi- 
ously canr.ot tolerate a situation in which calves cost more 
to raise than they bring at the market place, but there 
certainly is a better way of redressing these legitimate 
grievances than by the drastic and wasteful destruction of 
our food supply. 

Now there is another problem which equally concerns 
me—the tremendous cost-price squeeze in which Amer- 
ica’s dairymen find themselves. I met last Friday in Wash- 
ington in the Cabinet Room with a representative group 
of dairy farmers on the one hand and a group of Demo- 
cratic and Republican Congressmen and Senators on the 
other. And they outlined to me the practical problems 
that the dairy producers in their respective States are 
faced with. 

I am very sympathetic to the problem. I understand 
the concern of those dairy producers that the United 
States dairy price system should not be allowed—and this 
is very important—that this price system should not be 
allowed to be undermined by efforts of foreign dairy 
producers. 

Now some of these foreign dairy producers, as we 
know from the sampling that we have taken, are seeking 
to shift the burden of their own cost-price problems to 
the United States market, aided by artificial incentives 
from their own government. 

And because of my own concern about the economic 
problems dairymen are facing, I intend today announc- 
ing that no action will be taken to change the present 
system of dairy import quotas without a thorough review 
of market conditions and full opportunity for our dairy 
producers to be heard at that time. 

I think the record proves that our farmers can com- 
pete with any group of farmers or the farmers from 
any nation throughout the world. And I am looking for- 
ward to those negotiations where we can equalize our 
opportunities to compete with foreign markets around 
the world. 

Now these are some of the reasons I am here, to listen 
to what you have to say, to get your reactions to what 
I say. I have a button up here that says “WIN.” Win 
now. And I see some signs and I see some buttons in the 
crowd here. 

People of the United States have always been strong. 
We have met adversity when we were challenged from 
abroad. We have met adversity when we were faced with 
internal difficulties—the Depression and the conflicts of 
one kind or another—that have plagued us over some 
200 years. 


But we found one answer in the political arena that 
gives us the opportunity to present alternative solutions, 
to permit candidates who have one philosophy, candidates 
who have another, to meet in the political arena. And we 
have developed over a period of some 200 years in this 
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great country a two-party system that is wholesome and 
healthy and gives us in all 50 States the opportunity to 
participate. 

Now, this system of a two-party arrangement protects 
us because it is an integral part of a system of checks 
and balances, a system that is not in the Constitution but 
it is one that has been developed as our political challenges 
have gone from almost 200 years ago to today. 

But if we ever lose the two-party system, if we ever go 
toa one-party system, we will have the same problems that 
they have behind the Iron Curtain. If we ever go to a 
multi-party system with five or ten parties, we will lose 
that strength that comes from what we have today. 

And so, as you proceed with this great election in the 
State of South Dakota on November 5, what you are 
really doing is participating in the continuation of a system 
that has given us so much materially and ideologically, 
that has made America a blessed Nation for some 213 
million people, a country that gives you the freedom of 
choice in many, many ways as well as politically. 

And this election that comes up gives you an opportun- 
ity in the solemnity of the ballot box, a chance to make 
a choice, where you are the only judge, where you can 
decide what is best for your country. 

Oh, I know there is no gun so mighty, no force so 
powerful as the quiet symbol of what you do and what 
others do throughout our country on November 5. It is 
the opportunity; it is the responsibility; actually, it is part 
of your contribution to a greater America. You can bal- 
ance the ledger sheets of good government. 

I have just an unbelievable faith in the people of 
South Dakota, as I do the people all over America. We 
can strengthen the two-party system. You can pick the 
best candidates, and we in America will be blessed by the 
good judgment of what you do in South Dakota and what 
your fellow Americans do in every State on November 5. 

I thank you. It is a pleasure and a privilege to be here. 
NOTE: The President spoke at 1:27 p.m. at the Sioux Falls Arena, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak. Prior to the dinner, the President attended a 
reception at the AAA South Dakota Auto Club Headquarters for 
a group of Republicans. 


As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 


Sioux Falls, South Dakota 


The President’s Remarks Upon Departure From the 
Sioux Falls Arena. October 16, 1974 


Let me thank all of you—the young ones, the old 
ones, the middle-aged ones, the boys and girls, mothers 
and dads, grandmas and grandpas. 

Well, it is just nice to be out here in this typical South 
Dakota weather in October, on October 15 [16]. Don’t 
you always have it this way this time of the year? 


Well, I am out here with some very good friends of 
mine—Jim Abdnor, who is your darned good Congress- 
man, Leo Thorsness, Larry Pressler, and your candidate 
for Governor. And I appreciate your thoughtfulness con- 
cerning them. 

But the main thing, I want to say a word or two to all 
of you. You have got the greatest, greatest country in 
the world, and all of you know it here in South Dakota 
just like we do in Michigan and people do in 48 other 
States, But if we are going to keep this kind of country, if 
we are going to maintain everything it stands for and do 
justice to the sacrifices that were made by your forefathers 
and mine, then we have to tighten our belts and sacrifice 
a little for another few months ahead of us. 

Now the fact that you are all here gives me hope that 
in South Dakota you are going to do better than any other 
of the 50 States in the Union. I know that. Do I have 
your assurance? 

You know, I have a little button here that says “WIN.” 
I don’t see any buttons on anybody in South Dakota that 
says “Lose.” All you want is to win, not for yourselves, but 
for your country, and that is what I want, you want, and 
people in other States want. 

So thank you for being here. It has been a tremendous, 
tremendous experience. I am deeply grateful. Good luck 
and God bless every one of you. Thank you very, very 
much. 


Note: The President spoke at 2 p.m. outside the Sioux Falls Arena, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 


Lincoln, Nebraska 


The President’s Remarks at Lincoln Municipal Airport. 
October 16, 1974 


Thank you very, very much. Charley Thone, distin- 
guished public officials, candidates, all of you wonderful, 
wonderful people from Lincoln, the State of Nebraska, 
and elsewhere: 

I am just tremendously impressed with the size of the 
crowd, the enthusiasm and, naturally, I am deeply appre- 
ciative of the kind, kind comments made concerning my 
wife, Betty. She is doing great, and it is the prayers and 
the good wishes of literally thousands and thousands of 
people, not only in America but elsewhere, that have 
made her recovery faster and better. And I thank you on 
behalf of her. 

This has been a wonderful day, and we are three- 
quarters of the way through it. I started in Kansas City 
this morning with a breakfast. We had a wonderful meet- 
ing in South Dakota. We are here in Lincoln. We are 
going to Indianapolis for a dinner and a meeting tonight, 
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and back to Washington and the White House this 
evening. 

Now I don’t know what my scheduler wants for Christ- 
mas, but let me tell you I am going to give him a map so 
that he understands what travel means. 

I am delighted to see Bob Devaney here. You know we 
Michiganders think we have some impact on the great 
success that Bob has brought to the State of Nebraska, 
the success that the cornhuskers have had. And I watched, 
as a has-been athlete and a onetime football player, some 
of the great games Nebraska has played under his leader- 
ship. 

Let me just say this—and I pass no judgment because 
there is nothing I dislike more than grandstanding quar- 
terbacks or Monday morning experts, and I don’t know 
what happened over there the other day in the last few 
minutes of that ball game—but I have learned, as an 
ex-football player and an ex-football coach a long time 
back when the ball was round, that there is a great rela- 
tionship between football or athletic competition and 
coaching and politics. 

And if I might just say a word to Bob in that regard, I 
found that both as far as coaches and athletic directors 
are concerned—and politicians—that one day they will 
name a street after you, and the next day they will chase 
you down it. [Laughter] 

As Charley Thone said in the introduction, I was born 
in Nebraska, in Omaha, just a few miles down the pike 
here. And I am proud of it, and I am delighted to be 
back here. 

Now, I left when I was about 18 months old, and 
depending on how you put it, I was either exported or de- 
ported, but I am glad to be back under any circumstances. 

It is wonderful to see Charley Thone here. I under- 
stand Charley’s campaign theme is ““Thone works.” Well, 
I can attest to that. For quite a few years I was the 
Minority Leader in the House of Representatives while 
Charley was in the House, and I can say without any 
hesitation, qualification, or reservation, that Charley 
Thone was one of the hardest, most conscientious, most 
dedicated workers in the House of Representatives. And 
if I was in this district, Democrat or Republican, I would 
vote for Charley Thone. 

And he had two other fine, fine Nebraskans alongside 
of him in the House of Representatives—John McCol- 
lister, an outstanding Member of the House, the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the committee 
that has tremendous responsibilities that relate directly to 
the problems you have here in the State of Nebraska. And 
I am sure in this great crowd there are some people that 
can help John McCollister and, because I think so highly 
of him, I hope and trust that they will do everything they 
possibly can to see that Charley does come back to con- 
tinue his fine work in the House of Representatives. 

You do have in the State of Nebraska one of our senior 


statesmen leaving, leaving of his own free will. We have 
Dave Martin who served so ably and so well. Dave is 
coming back, but I hope and trust that the people of that 
Congressional district send to replace Dave Martin Mrs. 
Helen Smith, who I am sure will carry on the fine tradi- 
tion that Dave Martin established in the representation 
of that Congressional district. 

And if Helen has friends here, go out and do the same 
thing for her that you have done for Dave Martin, and 
I would thank you for it. 

It is Mrs. Haven Martin, Virginia Martin, and I apolo- 
gize. (Mrs. Haven Smith) 

But let me at this point make one or two observations 
and comments concerning some of the problems we have 
in America. I know that this great State—because I have 
visited many places in it; I traveled across a good portion 
of the State, north, south, east and west—I know that 
Nebraska is one of the most vitally important producers 
of food in all 50 States. 

And I know, from talking with some of the members 
of the Congressional delegation, that farmers have had 
some difficult times for a wide variety of reasons—the 
elements; a lack of, maybe, fertilizer; and some other 
problems that I won’t enumerate. But I want to compli- 
ment the farmers of the State of Nebraska for the job they 
have done. They deserve your applause and your support 
because they are real inflation fighters that have and can 
contribute. 

In return for the request that I have made to each and 
every one of them that they produce to full capacity, I 
think we ought to make some commitments to them. And 
let me enumerate some commitments that I will make 
representing the executive branch of the Government. 

Number one, I am committed to give them the fuel and 
the fertilizer for them to do the job. Even though we are 
going to cut back 1 million barrels of imported fuel oil 
every day, the farmers will get fuel and fertilizer if we 
have to allocate it arbitrarily. 

Prior to my speech to the Congress a week or so ago, I 
was quoted extensively by a lot of people who thought 
they were reading my mind. And they were reading it 
on the belief that I was going to ask the Congress to pass 
an increase in the Federal gasoline tax. Well, some of 
these oracle readers or people who thought they could 
read my mind were 100 percent wrong. I did not ask for 
a gas tax; I am opposed to a gas tax; and, I know the 
Congress won’t pass one. 

About a week ago Saturday, I was faced with a real 
tough decision. There had been some very substantial 
orders placed for wheat and corn for shipment overseas. 

Now, I am against the export controls for our farm 
commodities, and I do not intend to impose them. But 
at the same time, because I do feel I have an obligation 
to protect adequate reserves, we are going to monitor those 
sales. We will permit the sales of reasonable amounts 
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phased over a reasonable period of time so our farmers 
will be able to sell their commodities, because those com- 
modities are important as we, a great country, sell those 
things abroad that are necessary for our balance of pay- 
ments. So the farmers can have full assurance from me: 
There will be no blanket embargo on the products they 
produce on the land with their own toil. 

One day last week, Charley Thone and a number of 
other Congressmen, Democrats as well as Republicans, 
along with some dairy farmers, came to the White House 
to talk to me about the problems of the dairy farmer. I 
know the dairy farmer in America has been hit by rising 
costs. I know the dairy farmer has been hit with some of 
the problems of getting an adequate price in the market 
place. The cost-price squeeze to the dairy farmer is a 
serious one. But I make a pledge here today as I did in 
Sioux Falls earlier: We are not going to let subsidized 
foreign dairy imports destroy the American dairy farm- 
ers’ domestic market. 

Now, having made these pledges to the farmers who 
have done so much over the years and who will do so 
much in the future, I feel obligated to make a comment 
on a sad and tragic incident that happened in Wisconsin 
yesterday. 

Although I understand the frustrations of the farmers 
in Wisconsin who slaughtered their cattle yesterday, I am 
deeply concerned at this wasteful protest when we, as 
Americans, are trying to increase the supply of food for 
213 million Americans and millions all over the world. 
Unfortunately, these actions contributed nothing to the 
solution of the problem or to the problem of inflation 
which concerns all of us. 

I am aware, as I said earlier, of the cost-price squeeze 
in which livestock producers and feeders and dairymen 
find themselves. And to do whatever I can, I am meeting 
with representatives from those groups in Washington 
within a relatively short period of time to find out what 
they recommend that their Government do in this very 
serious problem, in this dilemma that they face. 

I can only say that 1 hope and trust that what transpired 
in Wisconsin yesterday will not be duplicated. It didn’t 
help them. It won’t help solve the problem that they face, 
and it won’t help the problem that we face as Americans, 
which is more food for all of us. And so I urge, to the 
extent that you can, that you counsel with them or with 
those who have any similar ideas. We are going to work 
with them. We are going to solve their problem, and they 
should not do in the future what a few did yesterday. 

In conclusion, let me discuss very quickly these prob- 
lems that I think we face here in Nebraska and others 
face around our 50 States. We have a problem concerning 
our economy. 

About a week or 10 days ago, I submitted to the Con- 
gress, to the American people, a 31-provision program 
that is aimed at tightening up the screws on inflation and, 


at the same time, giving us the strength to improve our 
economy. This program requires certain actions by the 
Congress. This program requires certain individual ef- 
forts by volunteers throughout the country. I have faith 
in the Congress and faith in the American people. We 
are going to win the battle against inflation, and we are 
going to have a strong, burgeoning economy so all of us 
will be better off. 

The role of the United States on a global basis is aimed 
at building peace not only for ourselves but for the 
world as a whole. I was in Kansas City this morning, and 
I stayed last night in a hotel where a great Democratic 
President, 20-some years ago, signed a bill which was 
called the Greek-Turkish aid bill. And that legislation 
was sponsored and promoted and guided through the 
Congress by a great Republican Statesman from Mich- 
igan, Senator Arthur Vandenburg. 

And as a result of bipartisan leadership in the field of 
foreign policy, and with a Democratic President and a 
Republican Congress, we laid the foundation for the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization which has kept the 
peace in Western Europe for almost 30 years. 

And this kind of bipartisanship is essential today as it 
was during the days of Harry Truman and Arthur Van- 
denburg. And I can assure you that as a Republican 
President, I will work with a Democratic Congress to 
continue a bipartisan foreign policy that is good for Amer- 
ica and good for the rest of the world. 

One final point: I was reading the polls the other day, 
and the polls seem to indicate that the Republican Party 
is going to take some kind of a shellacking on Novem- 
ber 5. I don’t happen to agree with that, but that is what 
some of the experts were speculating and forecasting. 

But let me tell you what could happen if they are right. 
They could end up with a veto-proof Congress, and what 
does that mean? It means that the important balance 
between the executive branch, the Congress, and the judi- 
cial branches of our Government will be upset. And if we 
look back over the history of this country, we know that 
balance in government has contributed significantly to 
the progress we have made, to the freedom that we have. 

A veto-proof Congress will upset that balance. The 
American people don’t want a dictatorship in the White 
House, or in the Congress, or in the court. They want a 
system of checks and balances that protect their freedom 
and give to each and every one of us a better life. And 
so I say, instead of a veto-proof Congress, I hope and trust 
that every one of you will work for an inflation-proof 
Congress on November 5. 

And now, let me just conclude by thanking every one 
of you for being here. It is a thrill. It is a wonderful 
afternoon. 

Charley, I thank you for the kind words in the intro- 
duction. I wish you well so you will be back to help us. 
I hope and trust that John McCollister is back, that Mrs. 
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Smith is with us so that they can join your two great 
Senators, Roman Hruska and Carl Curtis, with a good, 
strong Congress in 1975. 

Thank you very, very much. 
NoTE: The President spoke at 3:18 p.m. at the Lincoln Municipal 
Airport, Lincoln, Nebraska. 

As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 


Indianapolis, Indiana 


The President’s Remarks at a Dinner for Republican 
Candidates. October 16, 1974 


Thank you very, very much, Mayor Dick Lugar. 

I must say it is an unbelievable audience, tremendous 
in size, and overwhelming in enthusiasm. And I thank 
you not for whatever impact I might have had; I thank 
you because you are here to elect Dick Lugar to the 
United States Senate, and to pay tribute to an vutstanding 
Governor of the State of Indiana, Doc Bowen, and to 
elect, re-elect those fine members of the Republican dele- 
gation in the House of Representatives in Washington 
like Bill Hudnut and the rest on November 5. 

And may I say to the wonderful people who are blocked 
out by the news media—and they are all my friends— 
I am for an open Administration. And I apologize to the 
good friends—and the news media inadvertently, un- 
avoidably are precluding me from looking at you—but I 
will be talking to you as much as I am to the others. 

Governor Bowen, members of your administration, my 
former colleagues in the House of Representatives, Dick 
Lugar, of course, who I can’t wait to be in the United 
States Senate, and all of you who participated in this great 
affair, I thank you from the very bottom of my heart. But 
let me say, I particularly appreciated the invitation to be 
here tonight because I had a suspicion that I wouldn’t 
be among enemies, I would be among friendly Americans. 

Frankly, I wanted to be visible, and I want to be an 
accessible President. And obviously I need it. 

Let me tell you why. As I was walking through the 
lobby, a very friendly lady came up to me, shook my hand, 
and said, “I know you from somewhere, but I just can’t 
remember your name.” So in a friendly way, I tried to 
help her out. I said, “I am Jerry Ford.” She said, ‘No, 
but you are close.” 

It is a pleasure to be with all of you here tonight— 
so many enthusiastic Republicans, discerning Independ- 
ents, and wise Democrats. It has been my privilege to 
visit Indianapolis many times, and I have loved every 
visit. But I still come away, and particularly on this oc- 
casion, more impressed, more enthusiastic about the great 
future of this city and this great State, and I compliment 
you. 


Obviously, one of the reasons why I feel so optimistic 
about Indianapolis is here with us tonight, Dick Lugar. 

As I traveled around the country for 7 or 8 years, maybe 
a bit longer—I traveled some 200,000 miles a year and 
I had many, many opportunities to meet mayors, other 
public officials—and I can say without any hesitation or 
qualification that you in Indianapolis, as many of you 
claim, a vast majority, you have got the best darned 
mayor in the United States. 

But, you know, the good thing about it is that Dick 
Lugar will do as much for Indianapolis and the State of 
Indiana and the country as he has done for this city, and 
that is a darned good recommendation why he ought to 
be the next United States Senator. 

Dick has got a tough fight on his hands. I don’t think 
we ought to gloss it over. I think we ought to be prag- 
matic and realistic about it. There is a lot of hard political 
muscle out to beat him. There is a lot of out-of-State 
money involved in trying to defeat Dick. But with your 
help, Dick Lugar can make it, and he deserves it. 

And if I might add just a little personal note, I think 
we—when I say “we”, I mean us Michiganders and all 
of the rest of us around the country—need a person like 
Dick representing Indiana and the country in the United 
States Senate, a man who will support economy in Gov- 
ernment and fight inflation year around, not just in elec- 
tion time. He will vote in Washington as he talks in 
Indiana. 

Let me just conclude this comment or two that I have 
made about Dick, but I think this represents my firm 
conviction and I would be remiss if I didn’t say it. Dick 
is young, dynamic, honest, smart. He does his home- 
work, he will be a full-time Senator for Indiana who will 
represent the responsible, the commonsense approach to 
the issues that Hoosiers believe are important for your 
State and for our country. 

And Dick, I am looking forward to seeing you be 
sworn in on January 3, 1977 (1975). 

I want to add one point that I have indicated at the 
outset. I have great respect and admiration for Doc 
Bowen. Again, I have met many mayors and Governors 
and other public officials, and as I travel around the 
country, I see the good ones and the bad ones. 

It seems to me that you have got one of the best. But 
you know, I had planned to meet with Doc at the White 
House a few weeks of a month or so ago, but I found out 
that like so many doctors these days, he doesn’t make house 
calls any more. So, I have come to see Doc in Indiana. 

Well, he is popular. He is hard-working, a great in- 
spiration to the Republican Party, and I know I speak for 
everyone here when I say how grateful Republicans and 
all other Hoosiers are for his tireless campaigning for a 
great candidate, Dick Lugar, in this election in 1974. 

Thank you very much, Doc. 

If I can take just a minute or two and speak from per- 
sonal experience, from the bottom of my heart, and the 
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appreciation that I really feel. I served 25 years plus in 
the House of Representatives in Washington. It was the 
greatest experience of my life for many reasons. 

But one of the reasons that it meant so much to me was 
the opportunity to be associated with, to depend on, to 
rely on the Indiana delegation. And I want to express my 
utmost gratitude and appreciation to people like Bill Bray, 
Earl Landgrebe, John Myers, Roger Zion, and Dave 
Dennis—men I can count on as President to win the bat- 
tle against inflation. They are good fighters for good pro- 
grams and they deserve your support down the line. 

But there are some that are right in this area—I have 
spoken about those that are a little farther away from 
Indianapolis—right in the Marion County area, you 
have a special obligation, you who come from this par- 
ticular part of this great State. 

Bill Bray—gosh, he is a great guy and a first-class Con- 
gressman. Bud Hillis, a relative newcomer, but a darned 
fine Member of the House and one you should send back. 
And then we are right in the heartland of Bill Hudnut’s 
district, and believe me, he deserves to be re-elected, and 
I mean it. 

Whether it is Bill Bray, Bud Hillis, or Bill Hudnut, they 
are real inflation fighters and they deserve your entire, 
your total dedication if we are going to win this battle 
against inflation in the years ahead. 

You know, speaking of Bill Hudnut, Bill is a great friend 
of mine, but you also know he is an ordained minister, 
which isn’t a bad thing in politics today. [Laughter] 

Frankly, I never knew Bill Hudnut was a minister until 
one day I saw him pick up a phone and call “Dial-A- 
Prayer,” collect. [Laughter] 

Well, in Bill’s first term in the House of Representatives, 
he and I developed a very special relationship because our 
oldest son is going to theological school, and I was trying 
to get some advice and counsel. Yes, in the time that I 
served with Bill as a Member of the House when he was, 
I learned to have that sort of inward rapport, that close 
feeling that here was a person who had all the qualifica- 
tions to be a first-class Member of the Congress. 

And so I am particularly pleased to be in Indianapolis, 
which is the heartland of his district, and to add my 
voice—and if I could vote here—my vote for Bill Hudnut 
to be re-elected to the Congress of the United States. 

And, Bill, I understand this is your 42d birthday. Con- 
gratulations. 

Now, speaking of birthdays, I can’t help thinking back 
to my “2d. Some of us, including myself, hate to think 
back the: tong. It was 19 years ago, in 1955. There is an 
old saying that many of us recollect, from time to time— 
the more things change, the more they stay the same. 

Looking back for a moment to 1955, there seems some- 
thing to it. In 1955, if you will refresh your memories, 
violence in Cyprus was making headlines; people were 
worried about peace in the Middle East; and threats of 


inflation and recession weighed heavily on the minds of 
a lot of worried Americans. 

Here we are 19 years later—strife in Cyprus, the Middle 
East is on a very difficult balance right at the moment. 
On the front page, of course, the economy in America 
is again a worry. 

Americans have been rediscovering a lot of other things, 
too. In the wake of Vietnam, Watergate, the energy crisis, 
and the economic challenge, we are learning some of the 
very basic things that help to build America into the great 
country it is. 

I have in mind, for example, things like the need for 
integrity in Government, a need for fiscal responsibility 
to fight inflation, the timeless balance created by 
Founders—those great Founders of our country almost 
200 years ago between the three branches of Govern- 
ment, and the need for a balance in Congress through 
a viable two-party system. 

I think it is the need for this balance and the challenge 
it faces in this election that I would like to say a few words 
about tonight. 


A great English statesman of a few decades ago, Lord 
Acton, once said—it is a frequently, but I think appropri- 
ately, quoted comment from him—it goes like this: 
“Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts 
absolutely.” 


Again and again the truth of those words has been well 
proven. Whenever any one branch of Government, any 
one person, or any class or faction in a country enjoys 
monopoly of power, corruption and extreme mismanage- 
ment are the inevitable result. 


Only checks and balances, the free play of different 
ideas, and the vital competitive two-party system, in my 
judgment, can preserve a nation’s freedom and deal ade- 
quately with corruption and wrongdoing in any part of 
our Government. 

We need the built-in protection now and in the future 
of a strong, two-party political system in the United States, 
and the public must stand for it and fight for it and defend 
it. 

Oh, I have listened to the forecasts and the speculation 
of people who look at the polls and say our party is going 
to take a shellacking, a licking, on November 5. Well, I 
don’t happen to agree with that. But I do add this, and I 
say it to every one of you in this tremendous audience— 
one of the most impressive audiences I have seen in my 
many travels and many gatherings: Make no mistake. 
That is exactly what you are not going to get if you and 
other responsible citizens stay home on November 5. 

You won’t have that balance, you won’t have that check 
and balance. If you stay home and do nothing—which I 
can’t imagine you all doing here—you will only blindly 
penalize good Republican candidates for the unfortunate 
misdeeds of others. 
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And so such a development, as I see it, would be danger- 
ous at any time, but today perhaps more than perhaps 
any other time in my political career. We need the maxi- 
mum effort by all of you and all the people you can 
enlist and all of the people that you can persuade. 

I think if you do that we will have people in Congress 
willing to work with us, people who will have a vision, 
people who will have determination, people who will 
have the vigor to do the right thing on the problems that 
we face at home and abroad. 

Frankly, speaking of inflation, we need people on the 
Hill who won’t go over the hill on the battle against 
inflation. 

If we end up with a lopsided veto-proof Congress, as 
some people are saying they are going to get or they 
demand or they insist will be the result of the voters on 
November 5, let me say this: You will end up with a 
legislative dictatorship which is totally contrary to the 
concepts of a free government. 

Our forefathers so wisely decided almost 200 years 
ago that we needed a strong President in the White 
House, we needed a strong Congress in the legislative 
branch, we needed a strong judicial system headed by the 
Supreme Court. But they were all co-equal, coordinates, 
and they were to be a check and balance, one against the 
other. And because we had that balance, we have had 
freedom and the greatest material benefits and blessings 
of any nation in the world. 

But, if because of negligence, if because of a lack of 
enthusiasm or participation we end up with a veto-proof 
Congress, that delicate balance, that finely tuned relation- 
ship between the three branches of our Government will 
be destroyed, and we will have a legislative dictatorship. 
And believe me, if we have a legislative dictatorship, 
tighten your seatbelts, folks, the spending will go right out 
of the top of the dome of the Capitol. 

What I am saying: Don’t elect the spendthrift Con- 
gress; don’t elect a veto-proof Congress. Fight inflation, 
and send back to the House as well as the Senate those 
individuals in favor of an inflation-proof Congress. That 
is what will save America. 

You know I arrived in town, and as we flew in, I 
couldn’t help but see the Indianapolis Speedway, and 
gee, that is a great thrill. Somebody said to me, a veto- 
proof Congress to fight inflation makes about as much 
sense as going into the Indianapolis Speedway—or the 
500, I should say—on a skateboard. 

In the economic program that I submitted to the Con- 
gress, we have 31 different provisions and proposals. It 
was a package finally put together with the best brains, 
the best talents, the greatest cooperation and participation 
by people all over the country. 

We had some 12 or 15 minisummits, and we had two 
or three summits in Washington. And then after all these 
ideas came from so many, many people, we tried to dis- 


card the ones that wouldn’t work, and we decided to 
incorporate those that we thought will. 

It was done for this particular purpose. We are faced 
with high inflation. We had to tighten the screws. On 
the other hand, in some areas of our country, we have 
got economic problems. Some people call them a reces- 
sion, some people describe them otherwise, but the prob- 
lem is, we do in some areas of this country face difficulties. 
So we had to devise a plan or a program that meant a 
dual challenge, a challenge that could be met if we had 
the right approach. One of those approaches was to hold 
down Federal spending. And believe me, that is an awfully 
important part of our program. 

I said to the Congress, “You agree with me that we 
won’t spend more than $300 billion in this fiscal year, 
and I will find a way to do it.” And we can. 

And the kind of people that we have here in Congress 
on our side of the aisle and the kind you are going to 
send to Congress with Dick Lugar will help us find those 
ways. 

But there also is another part of that program and I 
would like to talk about it. I suggested that the Congress 
ought to bite the bullet. Some people said that I only 
suggested they take a marshmallow bite. Well, if the Con- 
gress doesn’t like what I suggested, we will give them some 
real tough turkey talk very soon. 

Now, let me speak, if I might, about one aspect—the 
tax suggestions that I made. Let me, at the outset, say 
I am against, I won’t recommend, I will oppose any addi- 
tion to the gasoline tax as far as the Federal Government 
is concerned, 

Now, let me just speak quite frankly. I think if we 
are going to be compassionate, we are going to balance 
the budget, we have to find some new areas of revenue. 
And there are, I am sure, some people who say I was 
not the wisest person to recommend some increases on 
certain elements of our population and taxes. 

Well, I wonder if all of you know the real impact of 
that proposal—5 percent on personal income for every- 
body who files an income tax with taxable income of over 
$15,000. And if it is that, you don’t pay any additional 
tax. If you have a family of four and a $20,000 income, 
you pay $42 more a year or 12 cents every day. Aren’t 
you willing to make that sacrifice to win the battle against 
inflation? 

I just happen to think that the American people at this 
critical time, at this serious period in our American his- 
tory, are willing to do battle today if we are going to 
preserve our form of Government, if we are going to win 
the battle against inflation and keep a healthy economy. 
Hoosiers have never backed away from anything and they 
are not going to back away from this struggle. 

And you have the opportunity in this great State— 
as I look at the eyes of the people out here—to be the 
leaders, to be the leaders in meeting this challenge. Yes, I 


Volume 10—Number 42 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1974 1301 


think this inspirational group here tonight can be what 
all of us hope for and seek for, a group of 5,500 people 
who have got the courage and the wisdom, the vision, 
the imagination to meet the challenges, the challenges that 
are important to the preservation of those things that we 
think so dear, that have been given to us by the sacrifices of 
so many before us. 

And let me conclude, if I might, by reminding Demo- 
crats, Independents, and Republicans, and the like, No- 
vember 5 is just a few days away. It is closer than you 
think. And Congressional elections for the Senate and for 
the House are really what it is all about in 1974. 

I think you have to sit back and take a close look at 
the stewardship of people who are candidates for re-elec- 
tion and candidates who seek election. I have no doubt 
that you can support the people who have served you 
on our side of the aisle, because they are first-class. I have 
no doubt that as you reflect in your home or in that vot- 
ing booth, that you can support a person like Dick Lugar. 
If I were a Hoosier, believe me, I could support him with 
vigor and vehemence and with a good, clear conscience. 

There is nothing in America really like the sanctity of 
the voting booth. That is where you have an opportu- 
nity to reflect on what is best for America. And as I talk 
to Dick, and as I have worked with our candidates and 
our incumbents from Indiana, my reflection in that voting 
booth would give me a clear message: They are the kind 
of people that will lick inflation. They are the kind of 
people that will give America the leadership in trying to 
preserve the peace. They are the kind of people that will 
fight for and preserve the two-party system. They are 
the kind of people that you will be proud of on the basis 
of personal integrity and Government service dedication. 
And they are the kind of people that will be a part of 
this great bipartisan effort that we have to have if we 
are going to solve our problems, either at home or abroad. 

Yes, your support for them—not just for you individ- 
ually, not just because of what they can do for your Con- 
gressional district or your city or your State, but more 
importantly, what they can do for what is good for 
America and what is good for people around the world. 

They will be a part of a strong and responsive Congress. 
And as one commentator put it on television last week, 
and let me quote, “I am looking for a Congress that will 
praise the Lord and pass the legislation.” 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 9:05 p.m. at the Indiana Convention- 
Exposition Center, Indianapolis, Indiana. Prior to the dinner, the 
President attended a reception at the center for a group of 
Republicans. 

As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 


Pardon for Former President Nixon 


Statement by the President Delivered Before the 
Subcommitiee on Criminal Justice, Committee on 
the Judiciary, House of Representatives, Together 
With the President’s Responses to Questions From 
Subcommittee Members. October 17, 1974 


We meet here today to review the facts and circum- 
stances that were the basis for my pardon of former Presi- 
dent Nixon on September 8, 1974. 

I want very much to have those facts and circum- 
stances known. The American people want to know them. 
And Members of the Congress want to know them. The 
two Congressional resolutions of inquiry now before this 
committee serve those purposes. That is why I have volun- 
teered to appear before you this morning, and I welcome 
and thank you for this opportunity to speak to the ques- 
tions raised by the resolutions. 

My appearance at this hearing of your distinguished 
subcommittee of the House Committee on the Judiciary 
has been looked upon as an unusual historic event—one 
that has no firm precedent in the whole history of Presi- 
dential relations with the Congress. Yet, I am here not to 
make history, but to report on history. 

The history you are interested in covers so recent a 
period that it is still not well understood. If, with your 
assistance, I can make for better understanding of the 
pardon of our former President, then we can help to 
achieve the purpose I had for granting the pardon when 
I did. 

That purpose was to change our national focus. I 
wanted to do all I could to shift our attentions from the 
pursuit of a fallen President to the pursuit of the urgent 
needs of a rising nation. Our Nation is under the severest 
of challenges now to employ its full energies and efforts 
in the pursuit of a sound and growing economy at home 
and a stable and peaceful world around us. 

We would needlessly be diverted from meeting those 
challenges if we as a people were to remain sharply divided 
over whether to indict, bring to trial, and punish a former 
President, who already is condemned to suffer long and 
deeply in the shame and disgrace brought upon the office 
he held. Surely, we are not a revengeful people. We have 
often demonstrated a readiness to feel compassion and to 
act out of mercy. As a people, we have a long record of 
forgiving even those who have been our country’s most 
destructive foes. 

Yet, to forgive is not to forget the lessons of evil in 
whatever ways evil has operated against us. And certainly 
the pardon granted the former President will not cause 
us to forget the evils of Watergate-type offenses or to for- 
get the lessons we have learned that a government which 
deceives its supporters and treats its opponents as enemies 
must never, never be tolerated. 
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The pardon power entrusted to the President under the 
Constitution of the United States has a long history and 
rests on precedents going back centuries before our Con- 
stitution was drafted and adopted. The power has been 
used sometimes as Alexander Hamilton saw its purpose: 
“In seasons of insurrection . . . when a well-timed offer of 
pardon to the insurgents or rebels may restore the tran- 
quillity of the commonwealth; and which, if suffered to 
pass unimproved, it may never be possible afterwards to 
recall.” * Other times it has been applied to one person 
as “an act of grace . . . which exempts the individual, on 
whom it is bestowed, from the punishment the law in- 
flicts for a crime he has committed.” > When a pardon is 
granted, it also represents “the determination of the ulti- 
mate authority that the public welfare will be better 
served by inflicting less than what the judgment fixed.” * 
However, the Constitution does not limit the pardon 
power to cases of convicted offenders or even indicted 
offenders.* Thus, I am firm in my conviction that as Presi- 
dent I did have the authority to proclaim a pardon for 
the former President when I did. 

Yet, I can also understand why people are moved to 
question my action. Some may still question my author- 
ity, but I find much of the disagreement turns on whether 
I should have acted when I did. Even then many people 
have concluded as I did that the pardon was in the best 
interests of the country because it came at a time when it 
would best serve the purpose I have stated. 

I come to this hearing in a spirit of cooperation to re- 
spond to your inquiries. I do so with the understanding 
that the subjects to be covered are defined and limited 
by the questions as they appear in the resolutions before 
you. But even then we may not mutually agree on what 
information falls within the proper scope of inquiry by 
the Congress. 


I feel a responsibility as you do that each separate 
branch of our government must preserve a degree of con- 
fidentiality for its internal communications. Congress, for 
its part, has seen the wisdom of assuring that members be 
permitted to work under conditions of confidentiality. In- 
deed, earlier this year the United States Senate passed 
a resolution which reads in part as follows: 


“ , . no evidence under the control and in the possession of the 
Senate of the United States can, by the mandate of process of 
the ordinary courts of justice, be taken from such control or 
possession, but by its permission.”’ (S. Res. 338, passed June 12, 
1974) 


In United States v. Nixon, 42 U.S.L.W. 5237, 5244 
(U.S. July 24, 1974), the Supreme Court unanimously 
recognized a rightful sphere of confidentiality within the 


* The Federalist No. 74, at 79 (Central Law Journal ed. 1914) 
(A. Hamilton). 

* Marshall, C. J., in United States v. Wilson, 32 U.S. (7 Pet.) 150, 
160 (1833). 

® Biddle v. Perovich, 247 U.S. 480, 486 (1927). 

“Ex Parte Garland, 4 Wall. 333, 380 (1867) ; Burdick v. United 
States, 236 U.S. 79 (1915). 


executive branch, which the Court determined could only 
be invaded for overriding reasons of the fifth and sixth 
amendments to the Constitution. 


As I have stated before, my own view is that the right 
of executive privilege is to be exercised with caution and 
restraint. When I was a Member of Congress, I did not 
hesitate to question the right of the executive branch to 
claim a privilege against supplying information to the 
Congress if I thought the claim of privilege was being 
abused. Yet, I did then, and I do now, respect the right 
of executive privilege when it protects advice given to a 
President in the expectation that it will not be disclosed. 
Otherwise, no President could any longer count on re- 
ceiving free and frank views from people designated to 
help him reach his official decisions. 

Also, it is certainly not my intention or even within my 
authority to detract on this occasion or in any other in- 
stance from the generally recognized rights of the Presi- 
dent to preserve the confidentiality of internal discus- 
sions or communications whenever it is properly within his 
constitutional responsibility to do so. These rights are 
within the authority of any President while he is in office, 
and I believe may be exercised as well by a past President 
if the information sought pertains to his official functions 
when he was serving in office. 

I bring up these important points before going into the 
balance of my statement, so there can be no doubt that 
I remain mindful of the rights of confidentiality which a 
President may and ought to exercise in appropriate situ- 
ations. However, I do not regard my answers as I have 
prepared them for purposes of this inquiry to be prejudi- 
cial to those rights in the present circumstances or to con- 
stitute a precedent for responding to Congressional in- 
quiries different in nature or scope or under different 
circumstances. 

Accordingly, I shall proceed to explain as fully as I 
can in my present answers the facts and circumstances 
covered by the present resolutions of inquiry. I shall start 
with an explanation of these events which were the first 
to occur in the period covered by the inquiry, before I 
became President. Then I will respond to the separate 
questions as they are numbered in H. Res. 1367 and as 
they specifically relate to the period after I became 
President. 


H. Res. 1367* before this Subcommittee asks for in- 
formation about certain conversations that may have oc- 
curred over a period that includes when I was a Member 
of Congress or the Vice President. In that entire period, 
no references or discussions on a possible pardon for then 
President Nixon occurred until August 1 and 2, 1974. 

You will recall that since the beginning of the Water- 
gate investigations, I had consistently made statements 


*Tab A attached. 
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and speeches about President Nixon’s innocence of either 
planning the break-in or of participating in the coverup. 
I sincerely believed he was innocent. 

Even in the closing months before the President re- 
signed, I made public statements that in my opinion the 
adverse revelations so far did not constitute an impeach- 
able offense. I was coming under increasing criticism for 
such public statements, but I still believed them to be true 
based on the facts as I knew them. 

In the early morning of Thursday, August 1, 1974, I 
had a meeting in my Vice Presidential office, with Alexan- 
der M. Haig, Jr., chief of staff for President Nixon. At this 
meeting, I was told in a general way about fears arising 
because of additional tape evidence scheduled for delivery 
to Judge Sirica on Monday, August 5, 1974. I was told 
that there could be evidence which, when disclosed to the 
House of Representatives, would likely tip the vote in 
favor of impeachment. However, I was given no indica- 
tion that this development would lead to any change in 
President Nixon’s plans to oppose the impeachment vote. 

Then shortly after noon, General Haig requested an- 
other appointment as promptly as possible. He came to 
my office about 3:30 p.m. for a meeting that was to last 
for approximately three-quarters of an hour. Only then 
did I learn of the damaging nature of a conversation on 
June 23, 1972, in one of the tapes which was due to go to 
Judge Sirica the following Monday. 

I describe this meeting because at one point it did in- 
clude references to a possible pardon for Mr. Nixon, to 
which the third and fourth questions in H. Res. 1367 are 
directed. However, nearly the entire meeting covered 
other subjects, all dealing with the totally new situation 
resulting from the critical evidence on the tape of June 23, 
1972. General Haig told me he had been told of the new 
and damaging evidence by lawyers on the White House 
Staff who had first-hand knowledge of what was on the 
tape. The substance of his conversation was that the new 
disclosure would be devastating, even catastrophic, inso- 
far as President Nixon was concerned. Based on what he 
had learned of the conversation on the tape, he wanted to 
know whether I was prepared to assume the Presidency 
within a very short time and whether I would be willing 
to make recommendations to the President as to what 
course he should now follow. 

I cannot really express adequately in words how 
shocked and stunned I was by this unbelievable revela- 
tion. First, was the sudden awareness I was likely to be- 
come President under these most troubled circumstances; 
and secondly, the realization these new disclosures ran 
completely counter to the position I had taken for months, 
in that I believed the President was not guilty of any im- 
peachable offense. 

General Haig in his conversation at my office went on 
to tell me of discussions in the White House among those 
who knew of this new evidence. 

General Haig asked for my assessment of the whole 
situation. He wanted my thoughts about the timing of a 


resignation, if that decision were to be made, and about 
how to do it and accomplish an orderly change of Ad- 
ministration. We discussed what scheduling problems 
there might be and what the early organizational prob- 
lems would be. 

General Haig outlined for me President Nixon’s situa- 
tion as he saw it and the different views in the White 
House as to the courses of action that might be available, 
and which were being advanced by various people around 
him on the White House Staff. As I recall there were 
different major courses being considered : 

(1) Some suggested “riding it out” by letting the im- 
peachment take its course through the House and the 
Senate trial, fighting all the way against conviction. 

(2) Others were urging resignation sooner or later. I 
was told some people backed the first course and other 
people a resignation but not with the same views as to how 
and when it should take place. 

On the resignation issue, there were put forth a number 
of options which General Haig reviewed with me. As I 
recall his conversation, various possible options being con- 
sidered included : 


(1) The President temporarily step aside under the 
25th Amendment. 

(2) Delaying resignation until further along the im- 
peachment process. 

(3) Trying first to settle for a censure vote as a means 
of avoiding either impeachment or a need to resign. 

(4) The question of whether the President could par- 
don himself. 

(5) Pardoning various Watergate defendants, then 
himself, followed by resignation. 

(6) A pardon to the President, should he resign. 


The rush of events placed an urgency on what was to 
be done. It became even more critical in view of a pro- 
longed impeachment trial which was expected to last 
possibly 4 months or longer. 

The impact of the Senate trial on the country, the 
handling of possible international crises, the economic 
situation here at home, and the marked slowdown in the 
decisionmaking process within the Federal Government 
were all factors to be considered and were discussed. 

General Haig wanted my views on the various courses 
of action as well as my attitude on the options of resigna- 
tion. However, he indicated he was not advocating any of 
the options. I inquired as to what was the President’s 
pardon power, and he answered that it was his under- 
standing from a White House lawyer that a President 
did have the authority to grant a pardon even before any 
criminal action had been taken against an individual, but, 
obviously, he was in no position to have any opinion on a 
matter of law. 

As I saw it, at this point the question clearly before 
me was, under the circumstances, what course of action 
should I recommend that would be in the best interest 
of the country. 
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I told General Haig I had to have time to think; further, 
that I wanted to talk to James St. Clair. I also said I 
wanted to talk to my wife before giving any response. I 
had consistently and firmly held the view previously that 
in no way whatsoever could I recommend either publicly 
or privately any step by the President that might cause 
a change in my status as Vice President. As the person 
who would become President if a vacancy occurred for 
any reason in that office, a Vice President, I believed, 
should endeavor not to do or say anything which might 
affect his President’s tenure in office. Therefore, I certainly 
was not ready even under these new circumstances to 
make any recommendations about resignation without 
having adequate time to consider further what I should 
properly do. 

Shortly after 8:00 o’clock the next morning James St. 
Clair came to my office. Although he did not spell out in 
detail the new evidence, there was no question in my 
mind that he considered these revelations to be so dam- 
aging that impeachment in the House was a certainty 
and conviction in the Senate a high probability. When I 
asked Mr. St. Clair if he knew of any other new and 
damaging evidence besides that on the June 23, 1972, 
tape, he said “no.” When I pointed out to him the vari- 
ous options mentioned to me by General Haig, he told 
me he had not been the source of any opinion about 
Presidential pardon power. 

After further thought on the matter, I was determined 
not to make any recommendations to President Nixon 
on his resignation. I had not given any advice or recom- 
mendations in my conversations with his aides, but I 
also did not want anyone who might talk to the President 
to suggest that I had some intention to do so. 

For that reason I decided I should call General Haig 
the afternoon of August 2. I did make the call late that 
afternoon and told him I wanted him to understand that 
I had no intention of recommending what President Nixon 
should do about resigning or not resigning, and that 
nothing we had talked about the previous afternoon should 
be given any consideration in whatever decision the Presi- 
dent might make. General Haig told me he was in full 
agreement with this position. 

My travel schedule called for me to make appearances 
in Mississippi and Louisiana over Saturday, Sunday, and 
part of Monday, August 3, 4, and 5. In the previous 8 
months, I had repeatedly stated my opinion that the 
President would not be found guilty of an impeachable 
offense. Any change from my stated views, or even refusal 
to comment further, I feared, would lead in the press 
to conclusions that I now wanted to see the President 
resign to avoid an impeachment vote in the House and 
probable conviction vote in the Senate. For that reason 
I remained firm in my answers to press questions during 
my trip and repeated my belief in the President’s innocence 
of an impeachable offense. Not until I returned to Wash- 


ington did I learn that President Nixon was to release 
the new evidence late on Monday, August 5, 1974. 

At about the same time I was notified that the President 
had called a Cabinet meeting for Tuesday morning, Au- 
gust 6, 1974. At that meeting in the Cabinet Room, I an- 
nounced that I was making no recommendations to the 
President as to what he should do in the light of the new 
evidence. And I made no recommendations to him either 
at the meeting or at any time after that. 

In summary, I assure you that there never was at any 
time any agreement whatsoever concerning a pardon to 
Mr. Nixon if he were to resign and I were to become 
President. 


The first question of H. Res. 1367 asks whether I or 
my representative had “specific knowledge of any formal 
criminal charges pending against Richard M. Nixon.” 
The answer is: “no.” 

I had known, of course, that the grand jury investigat- 
ing the Watergate break-in and coverup had wanted to 
name President Nixon as an unindicted co-conspirator in 
the coverup. Also, I knew that an extensive report had 
been prepared by the Watergate Special Prosecution Force 
for the grand jury and had been sent to the House Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, where, I believe, it served the 
staff and members of the Committee in the development 
of its report on the proposed articles of impeachment. 
Beyond what was disclosed in the publications of the 
Judiciary Committee on the subject and additional evi- 
dence released by President Nixon on August 5, 1974, 
I saw on or shortly after September 4 a copy of a memo- 
randum prepared for Special Prosecutor Jaworski by the 
Deputy Special Prosecutor, Henry Ruth.* Copy of this 
memorandum had been furnished by Mr. Jaworski to 
my Counsel and was later made public during a press 
briefing at the White House on September 10, 1974. 

I have supplied the Subcommittee with a copy of this 
memorandum. The memorandum lists matters still under 
investigation which “may prove to have some direct con- 
nection to activities in which Mr. Nixon is personally in- 
volved.” The Watergate coverup is not included in this 
list, and the alleged coverup is mentioned only as being 
the subject of a separate memorandum not furnished to 
me. Of those matters which are listed in the memorandum, 
it is stated that none of them “at the moment rises to the 
level of our ability to prove even a probable criminal 
violation by Mr. Nixon.” 

This is all the information I had which related even to 
the possibility of “formal criminal charges” involving the 
former President while he had been in office. 


The second question in the resolution asks whether 
Alexander Haig referred to or discussed a pardon with 


*Tab B attached. 
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Richard M. Nixon or his representatives at any time dur- 
ing the week of August 4, 1974, or any subsequent time. 
My answer to that question is: not to my knowledge. If 
any such discussions did occur, they could not have been 
a factor in my decision to grant the pardon when I did 
because I was not aware of them. 


Questions three and four of H. Res. 1367 deal with the 
first and all subsequent references to, or discussions of, a 
pardon for Richard M. Nixon, with him or any of his 
representatives or aides. I have already described at length 
what discussions took place on August | and 2, 1974, and 
how these discussions brought no recommendations or 
commitments whatsoever on my part. These were the only 
discussions related to questions three and four before I 
became President, but question four relates also to sub- 
sequent discussions. 

At no time after I became President on August 9, 1974, 
was the subject of a pardon for Richard M. Nixon raised 
by the former President or by anyone representing him. 
Also, no one on my staff brought up the subject until the 
day before my first press conference on August 28, 1974. 
At that time, I was advised that questions on the subject 
might be raised by media reporters at the press conference. 

As the press conference proceeded, the first question 
asked involved the subject, as did other later questions. 
In my answers to these questions, I took a position that, 
while I was the final authority on this matter, I expected 
"to make no commitment one way or the other depending 
on what the Special Prosecutor and courts would do. 
However, I also stated that I believed the general view of 
the American people was to spare the former President 
from a criminal trial. 

Shortly afterwards I became greatly concerned that if 
Mr. Nixon’s prosecution and trial were prolonged, the 
passions generated over a long period of time would seri- 
ously disrupt the healing of our country from the wounds 
of the past. I could see that the new Administration could 
not be effective if it had to operate in the atmosphere of 
having a former President under prosecution and criminal 
trial. Each step along the way, I was deeply concerned, 
would become a public spectacle and the topic of wide 
public debate and controversy. 

As I have before stated publicly, these concerns led me 
to ask from my own legal counsel what my full right of 
pardon was under the Constitution in this situation and 
from the Special Prosecutor what criminal actions, if any, 
were likely to be brought against the former President, 
and how long his prosecution and trial would take. 

As soon as I had been given this information, I author- 
ized my Counsel, Philip Buchen, to tell Herbert J. Miller, 
as attorney for Richard M. Nixon, of my pending decision 
to grant a pardon for the former President. I was advised 
that the disclosure was made on September 4, 1974, when 
Mr. Buchen, accompanied by Benton Becker, met with 
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Mr. Miller. Mr. Becker had been asked, with my con- 
currence, to take on a temporary special assignment to 
assist Mr. Buchen, at a time when no one else »: ny selec- 
tion had yet been appointed to the legal staff of tne White 
House. 


The fourth question in the resolution also asks about 
“negotiations” with Mr. Nixon or his representatives on 
the subject of a pardon for the former President. The 
pardon under consideration was not, so far as I was con- 
cerned, a matter of negotiation. I realized that unless Mr. 
Nixon actually accepted the pardon I was preparing to 
grant, it probably would not be effective. So I certainly 
had no intention to proceed without knowing if it would 
be accepted. Otherwise, I put no conditions on my grant- 
ing of a pardon which required any negotiations. 

Although negotiations had been started earlier and were 
conducted through September 6 concerning White House 
records of the prior administration, I did not make any 
agreement on that subject a condition of the pardon. The 
circumstances leading to an initial agreement on Presi- 
dential records are not covered by the resolutions before 
this Subcommittee. Therefore, I have mentioned discus- 
sions on that subject with Mr. Nixon’s attorney only to 
show they were related in time to the pardon discussions 
but were not a basis for my decision to grant a pardon to 
the former President. 


The fifth, sixth, and seventh questions of H. Res. 1367 
ask whether I consulted with certain persons before mak- 
ing my pardon decision. 

I did not consult at all with Attorney General Saxbe on 
the subject of a pardon for Mr. Nixon. My only conver- 
sation on the subject with Vice Presidential nominee Nel- 
son Rockefeller was to report to him on September 6, 
1974, that I was planning to grant the pardon. 

Special Prosecutor Jaworski was contacted on my in- 
structions by my Counsel, Philip Buchen. One purpose of 
their discussions was to seek the information I wanted 
on what possible criminal charges might be brought 
against Mr. Nixon. The result of that inquiry was a copy 
of the memorandum I have already referred to and have 
furnished to this subcommittee. The only other purpose 
was to find out the opinion of the Special Prosecutor as 
to how long a delay would follow, in the event of Mr. 
Nixon’s indictment, before a trial could be started and 
concluded. 

At a White House press briefing on September 8, 1974, 
the principal portions of Mr. Jaworski’s opinion were 
made public. In this opinion, Mr. Jaworski wrote that 
selection of a jury for the trial of the former President, 
if he were indicted, would require a delay “of a period 
from nine months to a year, and perhaps even longer.” 
On the question of how long it would take to conduct 

such a trial, he noted that the complexities of the jury 
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selection made it difficult to estimate the time. Copy of 
the full text of his opinion dated September 4, 1974, I 
have now furnished to this subcommittee.* 

I did consult with my Counsel, Philip Buchen, with 
Benton Becker, and with my Counsellor, John Marsh, 
who is also an attorney. Outside of these men, serving at 
the time on my immediate staff, I consulted with no other 
attorneys or professors of law for facts or legal authorities 
bearing on my decision to grant a pardon to the former 
President. 


Questions eight and nine of H. Res. 1367 deal with the 
circumstances of any statement requested or received from 
Mr. Nixon. I asked for no confession or statement of guilt, 
only a statement in acceptance of the pardon when it was 
granted. No language was suggested or requested by any- 
one acting for me to my knowledge. My Counsel advised 
me that he had told the attorney for Mr. Nixon that he 
believed the statement should be one expressing contrition, 
and in this respect, I was told Mr. Miller concurred. 
Before I announced the pardon, I saw a preliminary draft 
of a proposed statement from Mr. Nixon, but I did not 
regard the language of the statement, as _ subse- 
quently issued, to be subject to approval by me or my 
representatives. 


The tenth question covers any report to me on Mr. 
Nixon’s health by a physician or psychiatrist, which led 
to my pardon decision. I received no such report. What- 
ever information was generally known to me at the time 
of my pardon decision was based on my own observations 
of his condition at the time he resigned as President and 
observations reported to me after that from others who 
had later seen or talked with him. No such reports were 
by people qualified to evaluate medically the condition of 
Mr. Nixon’s health, and so they were not a controlling 
factor in my decision. However, I believed and still do, 
that prosecution and trial of the former President would 
have proved a serious threat to his health, as I stated in 
my message on September 8, 1974. 


H. Res. 1370* is the other resolution of inquiry before 
this subcommittee. It presents no questions but asks for 
the full and complete facts upon which was based my 
decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon. 

I know of no such facts that are not covered by my 
answers to the questions in H. Res. 1367. Also: 

Subparagraphs (1) and (4): There were no repre- 
sentations made by me or for me and none by Mr. Nixon 
or for him on which my pardon decision was based. 

Subparagraph (2): The health issue is dealt with by 
me in answer to question 10 of the previous resolution. 


*Tab C attached. 
*Tab D attached. 


Subparagraph (3): Information available to me about 
possible offenses in which Mr. Nixon might have been 
involved is covered in my answer to the first question of 
the earlier resolution. 

In addition, in an unnumbered paragraph at the end, 
H. Res. 1370 seeks information on possible pardons for 
Watergate-related offenses which others may have com- 
mitted. I have decided that all persons requesting con- 
sideration of pardon requests should submit them through 
the Department of Justice. 

Only when I receive informnation on any request duly 
filed and considered first by the Pardon Attorney at the 
Department of Justice would I consider the matter. As 
yet no such information has been received, and if it does 
I will act or decline to act according to the particular cir- 
cumstances presented, and not on the basis of the unique 
circumstances, as I saw them, of former President Nixon. 


By these responses to the resolutions of inquiry, I 
believe I have fully and fairly presented the facts and cir- 
cumstances preceding my pardon of former President 
Nixon. In this way, I hope I have contributed to a much 
better understanding by the American people of the 
action I took to grant the pardon when I did. For having 
afforded me this opportunity, I do express my apprecia- 
tion to you, Mr. Chairman, and to Mr. Smith, the Rank- 
ing Minority Member, and to all the other distinguished 
Members of this subcommittee; also to Chairman Rodino 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, to Mr. Hutchinson, 
the Ranking Minority Member of the full committee, and 
to other distinguished Members of the full committee 
who are present. 

In closing, I would like to reemphasize that I acted 
solely for the reasons I stated in my proclamation of Sep- 
tember 8, 1974, and my accompanying message and that 
I acted out of my concern to serve the best interests of 
my country. As I stated then: “My concern is the 
immediate future of this great country . . . My conscience 
tells me it is my duty, not merely to proclaim domestic 
tranquility, but to use every means that I have to insure 
= 

Tas A 
H. RES. 1367 
93d Congress 
2d Session 


In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES 


SEPTEMBER 16, 1974 


Ms. Aszuc (for herself, Mr. BapitLo, Mr. Joun L. Burton, Mr. 
Detiums, Mr. Ercperc, Mr. HECHLER of West Virginia, Mr. 
Hetsrosx1, Ms. Ho.ttzman, Mr. Kocn, Mr. RosEenTHAL, Mr. 
Starx, Mr. Stoxes, Mr. SymincToN, and Mr. Cuares H. 
Witson of California) submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
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RESOLUTION 


Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby 
requested to furnish the House, within ten days, with the following 
information: 

1. Did you or your representatives have specific knowledge of 
any formal criminal charges pending against Richard M. Nixon prior 
to issuance of the pardon? If so, what were these charges? 

2. Did Alexander Haig refer to or discuss a pardon for Richard M. 
Nixon with Richard M. Nixon or representatives of Mr. Nixon at 
any time during the week of August 4, 1974, or at any subsequent 
time? If so, what promises were made or conditions set for a pardon, 
if any? If so, were tapes or transcriptions of any kind made of these 
conversations or were any notes taken? If so, please provide such 
tapes, transcriptions or notes. 

3. When was a pardon for Richard M. Nixon first referred to or 
discussed with Richard M. Nixon, or representatives of Mr. Nixon, 
by you or your representatives or aides, including the period when 
you were a Member of Congress or Vice President? 

4. Who participated in these and subsequent discussions or nego- 
tiations with Richard M. Nixon or his representatives regarding a 
pardon, and at what specific times and locations? 

5. Did you consult with Attorney General William Saxbe or 
Special Prosecutor Leon Jaworski before making the decision to 
pardon Richard M. Nixon and, if so, what facts and legal authori- 
ties did they give to you? 

6. Did you consult with the Vice Presidential nominee, Nelson 
Rockefeller, before making the decision to pardon Richard M. Nixon 
and, if so, what facts and legal authorities did he give to you? 

7. Did you consult with any other attorneys or professors of 
law before making the decision to pardon Richard M. Nixon and, 
if so, what facts or legal authorities did they give to you? 

8. Did you or your representatives ask Richard M. Nixon to make 
a confession or statement of criminal guilt, and, if so, what language 
was suggested or requested by you, your representatives, Mr. Nixon, 
or his representatives? Was any statement of any kind requested 
from Mr. Nixon in exchange for the pardon, and, if so, please 
provide the suggested or requested language. 

9. Was the statement issued by Richard M. Nixon immediately 
subsequent to announcement of the pardon made known to you or 
your representatives prior to its announcement, and was it approved 
by you or your representatives? 

10. Did you receive any report from a psychiatrist or other 
physician stating that Richard M. Nixon was in other than good 
health? If so, please provide such reports. 


Tas B 


Memorandum to: Leon Jaworski 
From: Henry Ruth 
Subject: Mr. Nixon 

The following matters are still under investigation in this Office 
and may prove to have some direct connection to activities in which 
Mr. Nixon is personally involved: 

1. Tax deductions relating to the gift of pre-Presidential papers. 

2. The Colson obstruction of justice plea in the Ellsberg matter. 

3. The transfer of the national security wire tap records from 
the FBI to the White House. 

4. The initiating of wire tapping of John Sears. 

5. Misuse of IRS information. 

6. Misuse of IRS through attempted initiation of audits as to 
“enemies.” 

7. The dairy industry pledge and its relationship to the price 
support change. 

8. Filing of a challenge to the Washington Post ownership of 
two Florida television stations. 

9. False and evasive testimony at the Kleindienst confirmation 
hearings as to White House participation in Department of Justice 
decisions about ITT. 

10. The handling of campaign contributions by Mr. Rebozo for 
the personal benefit of Mr. Nixon. 

None of these matters at the moment rises to the level of our 
ability to prove even a probable criminal violation by Mr. Nixon, 
but I thought you ought to know which of the pending investiga- 
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tions were even remotely connected to Mr. Nixon. Of course, the 
Watergate cover-up is the subject of a separate memorandum. 


cc: Mr. Lacovara 


Tas C 
September 4, 1974 
Dear Mr. Buchen: 

You have inquired as to my opinion regarding the length of delay 
that would follow, in the event of an indictment of former President 
Richard M. Nixon, before a trial could reasonably be had by a fair 
and impartial jury as guaranteed by the Constitution. 

The factual situation regarding a trial of Richard M. Nixon 
within constitutional bounds, is unprecedented. It is especially 
unique in view of the recent House Judiciary Committee inquiry on 
impeachment, resulting in a unanimous adverse finding to Richard 
M. Nixon on the Article involving obstruction of justice. The mas- 
sive publicity given the hearings and the findings that ensued, the 
reversal of judgment of a number of the members of the Republican 
Party following release of the June 23 tape recording, and their 
statements carried nationwide, and finally, the resignation of Rich- 
ard M. Nixon, require a delay, before selection of a jury is begun, 
of a period from nine months to a year, and perhaps even longer. 
This judgment is predicated on a review of the decisions of United 
States Courts involving prejudicial pre-trial publicity. The Govern- 
ment’s decision to pursue impeachment proceedings and the tre- 
mendous volume of television, radio and newspaper coverage given 
thereto, are factors emphasized by the Courts in weighing the time 
a trial can be had. The complexities involved in the process of 
selecting a jury and the time it will take to complete the process, 
I find difficult to estimate at this time. 

The situation involving Richard M. Nixon is readily distinguish- 
able from the facts involved in the case of United States v. Mitchell, 
et al, set for trial on September 30th. The defendants in the Mitchell 
case were indicted by a grand jury operating in secret session. They 
will be called to trial, unlike Richard M. Nixon, if indicted, without 
any previous adverse finding by an investigatory body holding public 
hearings on its conclusions. It is precisely the condemnation of 
Richard M. Nixon already made in the impeachment process, that 
would make it unfair to the defendants in the case of United States 
v. Mitchell, et al, for Richard M. Nixon now to be joined as a co 
conspirator, should it be concluded that an indictment of him was 
proper. 

The United States v. Mitchell, et al, trial will within itself gener- 
ate new publicity, some undoubtedly prejudicial to Richard M. 
Nixon. I bear this in mind when I estimate the earliest time of trial 
of Richard M. Nixon under his constitutional guarantees, in the 
event of indictment, to be as indicated above. 

If further information is desired, please advise me. 

Sincerely, 
LEon JAWorRskKI 
Special Prosecutor 


[Philip W. Buchen, Esq., Counsel to the President, The White House, 
Washington, D.C.] 


Tas D 
H. RES. 1370 


93d Congress 
2d Session 


In THE Howse or REPRESENTATIVES 


SEPTEMBER 17, 1974 


Mr. Conyers submitted the following resolution ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary 


RESOLUTION 


Resolved, That the President is directed to furnish to the House of 
Representatives the full and complete information and facts upon 
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which was based the decision to grant a pardon to Richard M. Nixon, 
including— , 
(1) any representations made by or on behalf of Richard M. 
Nixon to the President ; . , 
(2) any information or facts presented to the President with 
respect to the mental or physical health of Richard M. Nixon ; 
(3) any information in possession or control of the Presi- 
dent with respect to the offenses which were allegedly com- 
mitted by Richard M. Nixon and for which a pardon was 
granted ; ; 
(4) any representations made by or on behalf of the Presi- 
dent to Richard M. Nixon in connection with a pardon for 
alleged offenses against the United States. 


The President is further directed to furnish to the House of Rep- 
resentatives the full and complete information and facts in his 
possession or control and relating to any pardon which may be 
granted to any person who is or may be charged or convicted of any 
offense against the United States within the prosecutorial juris- 
diction of the Office of Watergate Special Prosecution Force. 


[The President read the statement at a hearing of the Subcommittee 
on Criminal Justice of the Committee on the Judiciary which be- 
gan at 10 a.m. in the Rayburn House Office Building. The hearing 
was broadcast live on radio and television. Following his opening 
statement, the President responded to questions from subcommittee 
members, as follows:] 

Tue Present. Mr. Chairman, I thank you and the 
committee members of the subcommittee for this oppor- 
tunity to make these views known. 

CoNGRESSMAN WILLIAM L. Huncarte. Mr. President, 
on behalf of the subcommittee, we express our apprecia- 
tion for your appearance here bringing facts that will be 
helpful to the American people and the Congress. 

There will be some who will find the answers fully satis- 
factory and forthright. There will be others who will not. 
But I would hope that all would appreciate your open- 
ness and willingness to come before the American public 
and the Congress to discuss this important matter. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Kastenmeier. 

CoNGRESSMAN RoBERT W. KASTENMEIER. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

I, too, would like to join my colleagues in welcoming 
the President. I don’t believe any of us could have antici- 
pated a year ago, when the President then appeared as a 
nominee under the 25th amendment for Vice President, 
that you would once again appear before this committee 
as President of the United States. 

I would only comment, no matter how well motivated 
the desire to put Watergate behind us, I can only acknowl- 
edge today that several key issues in the news this morn- 
ing—the President’s appearance before this committee, 
the trial downtown, the Watergate trial itself, and even the 
nomination of Mr. Rockefeller to be the Vice President, 
occasioned by a vacancy due to Watergate—all of these 
still command the attention of the American people, and 
I guess we will just have to be patient. 

Mr. President, you indicated that you wanted to spare 
Mr. Nixon a criminal trial. Did you specifically have any 
other end in view in terms of protecting Mr. Nixon in 
terms of a pardon; that is to say, whatever a pardon would 
spare the President other than a criminal trial, were there 
any other adversities which a pardon would help Mr. 
Nixon with, as you saw it? 


Tue Preswent. As I indicated in the proclamation 
that I issued, and as I indicated in the statement I made 
at the time on September 8, my prime reason was for the 
benefit of the country, not for any benefits that might be 
for Mr. Nixon. 

I exercised my pardon authority under the Constitu- 
tion, which relates only to those criminal matters during 
the period from January 20, 1969, until August 9, 1974. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. I appreciate that, Mr. 
President, but it must have been something you foresaw 
which could happen to Mr. Nixon which justified a par- 
don, if in fact you were advised, and perhaps you were 
not, that there was no proceeding going to be commenced 
against Mr. Nixon, that nothing would happen to him, 
really a pardon may have been an empty gesture in that 
event? 

Tue Preswent. As I indicated, Mr. Kastenmeier, 
after the press conference on August 28 where three ques- 
tions were raised about the pardon or the possibility of a 
pardon, I asked my Counsel to find out from the Special 
Prosecutor what, if any, charges were being considered 
by the Special Prosecutor’s office. 


As I indicated in my prepared statement, I received 
from Mr. Jaworski certain information indicating that 
there were possible or potential criminal proceedings 
against Mr. Nixon. 

CoNGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. But you did not de- 
termine, as a matter of fact, that there was any intention 
to proceed to indictment with any of those matters, is 
that not correct? 


THE Presment. In the memorandum, I believe of 
September 4, from Mr. Jaworski, prepared by Mr. Ruth, 
there were 10 possibilities listed. On the other hand, there 
was, I think, well-known information that there was a 
distinct possibility of Mr. Nixon being indicted on the 
grounds of obstructing justice. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. The effect of the par- 
don in terms of the 10 possible areas of investigation as 
you saw it at the time was to terminate those investiga- 
tions, as well as end any possibility of indictment on those 
grounds. 

THE Present. Well, the power of pardon does cover 
any criminal actions during a stipulated period, and as 
the pardon itself indicated, it went from the day that Mr. 
Nixon first took the oath of office until he actually re- 
signed on August 9. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. My question is, did you 
have reason to believe that other than the 10 areas of 
investigation and the coverup, that the former President 
might need to be protected in any other area where possi- 
bility of criminal prosecution existed? 

Tue Present. I knew of no other potential or possi- 
ble criminal charges, no. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. My time has expired, 
Mr. Chairman. 
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ConcRESSMAN Hunoate. The gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Smith. 


CONGRESSMAN Henry P. SmitH 3p. Mr. President, 
in regard to your answer on page 18 [p. 1305 of this issue] 
of your statement of whether you consulted with certain 
persons and in that connection and in connection with 
question number six of H.R. 1367, you stated in regard 
to the Vice Presidential nominee, Nelson Rockefeller, that 
your only conversation on the subject with him was to 
report to him on September 6, 1974, that “I was planning 
to grant the pardon.” 

Now, the question asks whether he gave you any facts 
or legal authorities and my question is, did he do so? 

Tue Present. Nelson Rockefeller did not give me 
any facts or legal authorities. He was in my office to dis- 
cuss with me the proceedings concerning his nomination, 
and at the conclusion of a discussion on that matter, I felt 
that I should inform him of the possible or prospective 
action that I would be taking, but he gave me no facts, 
he gave me no legal advice concerning the pardon. 


CONGRESSMAN SmiTH. Mr. President, as you were 
minority leader of the Congress before you became Vice 
President of the United States, did you at any time dis- 
cuss the wisdom or advisability of a possible Presidential 
pardon for President Nixon with President Nixon or any 
of his representatives or any member of the White House 
Staff? 

This was in the period before you became Vice Presi- 
dent. 


THE Preswent. The answer is categorically no. Before 
I became Vice President, Mr. Smith, I, on several occa- 
sions—I can’t recall how many—indicated to President 
Nixon himself that I thought he should not resign. 

If my memory is accurate, Mr. Smith, before I became 
Vice President, there were individuals both in the Con- 
gress and otherwise who were advocating that Mr. Nixon 
resign. 

I do recall on one or more occasions telling Mr. Nixon 
in my judgment he should not, because I thought that 
would be an admission of guilt, and on the information I 
had at that time, I did not believe Mr. Nixon was guilty 
of any impeachable offense. 

CoNnGRESSMAN SmiTu. Thank you, Mr. President. You 
touched upon your observations of President Nixon’s 
- health, and I wonder whether at any time before you be- 
came Vice President of the United States did you learn 
any facts about his physical or mental health which later 
became relevant to your decision to pardon Mr. Nixon? 

Tue Preswent. Before I was Vice President I saw 
Mr. Nixon periodically, coming to the White House for 
leadership meetings or for other reasons, and during that 


period, I had the distinct impression that his health was 
good. 


I didn’t see any discernible change, in my own opinion, 
until the last day or two of his Presidency. I did notice 
the last time I saw him in the Oval Office on August 9— 
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I thought he was drawn and possibly a little thinner, but 
that is the only observation I made. 

ConcRESSMAN Huneate. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. Edwards. 

CoNGRESSMAN Don Epwarps. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. President, on pages 10 and 11 [pp. 1303-1304 of 
this issue] of your statement, you indicate that there were 
some general discussions with General Haig and Mr. St. 
Clair, before the resignation, about the pardon power in 
general. 

Did they have any reason to carry a message to then 
President Nixon that this pardon power could possibly 
be used on his behalf if he resigned? 

Tue Present. None whatsoever. Categorically no. 

CONGRESSMAN Epwarps. Then why, Mr. President, 
those general discussions about pardon? 

Tue Preswent. Well, as I indicated in my prepared 
statement, General Haig came to me first to apprise me 
of the dramatic change in the situation, and as I indicated 
in the prepared statement, told me that I should be pre- 
pared to assume the Presidency very quickly, and wanted 
to know whether I was ready to do that. 

Secondly, he did indicate that in the White House 
among the President’s advisers there were many options 
being discussed as to what course of action the President 
should take, and in the course of my discussion on August 

| with General Haig, he outlined, as I did in the prepared 
text, the many options that were being discussed. 

He asked for any recommendations I would make and 
as I indicated in the prepared text, I made none. 

CoNGRESSMAN Epwarps. Thank you. 

Mr. President, Mr. Buchen said several times, and I 
believe you mentioned, that the pardon did involve a cer- 
tain aspect of mercy. Would not the same considerations 
of mercy apply to the Watergate defendants downtown 
who now are putting forth as their chief defense their 
allegation that they were merely acting under orders of 
Mr. Nixon, then President and their boss? 

Tue Present. Mr. Edwards, in light of the fact that 
these trials are being carried out at the present time, I think 
it is inadvisable for me to comment on any of the proceed- 
ings in those trials. 

CONGRESSMAN Epwarps. Mr. President, put yourself 
in the position of the high school teacher, shall we say, 
in Watts or the barrios of San Jose or Harlem, and if you 
were such a teacher, how would you explain to the young 
people of America the American concept of equal justice 
under law? 

Tue Presipent. Mr. Edwards, Mr. Nixon was the 
37th President of the United States. He had been preceded 
by 36 others. He is the only President in the history of 
this country who has resigned under shame and disgrace. 

I think that that in and of itself can be understood, can 
be explained to students or to others. That was a major, 
major step, and a matter of, I am sure, grave, grave delib- 
erations by the former President, and it certainly, as I 
have said several times, constituted shame and disgrace. 
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ConcressMAN Epwarps. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Mr. President, do you think that it is wise to pardon a 
man before indictment or trial for offenses that are com- 
pletely unknown to you and which might possibly be 
terribly serious? 

Tue PresiwenT. Well, as I indicated, Mr. Edwards, I 
did to the best of my ability check with probably the best 
authority in the country on what, if any, charges would 
be made against Mr. Nixon. Those were, or potentially 
were, serious charges. 

I think that in taking the action I did concerning those 
charges, I was exercising in a proper way the pardon 
authority given a President under the Constitution. 

CoNGRESSMAN Epwarps. Thank you, Mr. President. 

ConcressMAN Huneate. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana, Mr. Dennis. 

ConcRESSMAN Davip W. Dennis. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. President, I would like to state that I, too, share 
with my colleagues, deep appreciation for your appear- 
ance here before our subcommittee this morning. 

Mr. President, on page 7 [p. 1303 of this issue] of your 
statement where you were talking about your second in- 
terview with General Haig in the afternoon of August 1, 
you state that, “I describe this meeting because at one 
point it did include references to a possible pardon for 
Mr. Nixon.” 

I take it that you have spelled out what those refer- 
ences were over on page 9 [p. 1303 of this issue], where 
the options are spelled out and page 10 [p. 1303 of this 
issue] where you state that you inquired as to what was 
the President’s pardon power. 

THe PresmenT. Yes, it is spelled out in the item 
instances 1 through 6, the various options involving a 
pardon. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Dennis. And does that include every- 
thing that was said at that time on the subject of pardon, 
substantially? 

THE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 


CoNGRESSMAN Dennis. Mr. President, I note that on 
page 10 [p. 1303 of this issue] you state that you asked the 
General as to what the President’s pardon power was, and 
he very properly replied that he had certain information 
but couldn’t give legal opinion. 

When, where, and from whom did you ultimately ob- 
tain the opinion that you were entitled under the doctrine 
of Ex Parte Garland and so on, to issue a pardon when 
there has been no charge or no conviction? 

Tue Present. When I came back to the Oval Office, 
Mr. Dennis, following the press conference on August 28, 
where three questions were raised by the news media 
involving a pardon, I instructed my counsel, Mr. Buchen, 
to check in an authoritative way what pardon power a 
President had. And he, several days later—I don’t recall 
precisely—came back and briefed me on my pardon 
power as President of the United States. 
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CONGRESSMAN Dennis. Mr. President, the exercise of 
executive clemency is, of course, a well-recognized part 
of the legal system in this country, exercised by you and 
all your predecessors, is that not the fact? 

Tue PresweEnt. That is correct, sir. 

CONGRESSMAN Dennis. And you have given this com- 
mittee, as I understand your testimony this morning, your 
complete statement as to your reasons for exercising that 
power in this particular case? 

THE Preswent. I have, sir. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Dennis. And in answer to my friend, 
Mr. Edwards, you have stated the fact that you felt that 
for an ex-President of the United States to resign under 
these circumstances was sufficient, strong punishment, 
and that that should answer the problems of those who 
have raised the question of equal justice under law? 

THE PRESIDENT. That is correct, sir. 

CoNGRESSMAN Dennis. And that you would consider 
other possible pardons on the facts of those particular 
cases when and if they were presented to you? 

THE Present. That is correct. 

CONGRESSMAN Dennis. And that there was no condi- 
tion attached to this pardon and no sort of agreement 
made in respect thereto before it was granted? 

THE PRESIDENT. None whatsoever, sir. 

ConGRESSMAN Dennis. Thank you, Mr. President. I 
have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

CoNGRESSMAN Huneate. The gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. Mann. 

CONGRESSMAN JAMES R. Mann. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. President, Mr. Kastenmeier asked you about the 
termination of the investigation by the Special Prosecutor’s 
office. Was it your intention, by the pardon, to terminate 
the investigation by the Special Prosecutor’s office in the 
10 areas that you received the report from that office 
upon? 

THE PreswentT. I think the net result of the pardon 
was, in effect, just that; yes, sir. 

CoNGRESSMAN Manw. And is that part of the reason 
that you didn’t consult with Mr. Jaworski with reference 
to the tape agreements as to how that might affect his 
further investigations? 

THE PRESENT. Well, as I pointed out, the tape agree- 
ment was initiated between my legal counsel and Mr. 
Nixon sometime before the question of a pardon ever 
arose. 

The reason for that, Mr. Mann, is that I came into 
office and almost immediately there were demands and 
requests, not only from the Special Prosecutor, as I recall, 
but from other sources as to those tapes and other docu- 
ments. And one of the first things I did when these prob- 
lems came to my desk was to ask the Attorney General 
for his opinion as to the ownership of those tapes or any 
other documents. 


And once we got that information, then we felt that 
there ought to be some discussion as to where the tapes 
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and other documents would be held and under what 
circumstances. 

CoNGRESSMAN Mann. Of course, the mandate of the 
Special Prosecutor’s Office was not directed solely at Presi- 
dent Nixon. 

But is it not so that the pardon in effect terminated 
that investigation insofar as other parties, other possible 
defendants, in getting to the true facts of the matters that 
have disturbed our national political life during these past 
2 years? 

Tue Presment. I do not believe that the action I took 
in pardoning President Nixon had any impact on any 
other mandate that that Special Prosecutor’s office had. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Mann. What response would you have 
if the Special Prosecutor’s Office now requested access to 
certain of the tapes now in the custody of the Government? 

Tue Present. The material that is still held by the 
Government, in my understanding of the Supreme Court 
decision, permits the Special Prosecutor to obtain any of 
that material for its responsibility, and I, of course not in 
a personal way, would make certain that that informa- 
tion was made available to the Special Prosecutor’s office. 

CoNGRESSMAN Manw. According to press reports, Mr. 
Clement Stone visited Mr. Nixon on September 2 and 
thereafter met with you in Washington. Are you at liberty 
to tell us the gist of the communication involving President 
Nixon from Mr. Stone to you? 

THE PRESIDENT. Mr. Stone camie to see me about a 
program that he has used very successfully in his business, 
a program which he is very proud of, and he was urging 
me to institute it in the various bureaus and departments 
of the Federal Government. 

There was no other message conveyed by him from Mr. 
Nixon to me. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Manu. Did you ever discuss the pardon 
with former President Nixon after his resignation and 
prior to the granting of the pardon? 

THE PREsIDENT. Will you repeat that again, please? 

CoNGRESSMAN Mann. Did you have any personal con- 
versation with former President Nixon concerning the 
pardon, between his resignation and September 8? 

THE Preswenrt. Absolutely not. 

CONGRESSMAN Mann. Now, in response to Mr. Ed- 
wards’ question about equal justice under the law, I know 
that you make a distinction that here we are talking about 
the office of President of the United States. 

But let’s assume that we are talking about the president 
of a bank or Governor of a State or Chief Justice of the 
United States Supreme Court, and in our minds those are 
very high political offices. Do you think any of those per- 
sons who are allegedly criminally culpable through resig- 
nation should be entitled to any treatment different from 
any other citizen? 

THE Preswent. Mr. Mann, I don’t think I should 
answer a hypothetical question of that kind. I was dealing 
with reality, and I have given, in my best judgment, the 


reasons for the action that I took. And to pass judgment 
on any other person or individual holding any other office 
in public or private, I think it would be inappropriate 
for me. 

CoNncRESSMAN Dennis. You have heard the maxim 
that the law is no respector of persons. Do you agree 
with that? 

THE Present. Certainly it should be. 

ConcRESSMAN Dennis. Thank you, Mr. President. 

CoNncRESSMAN Huncate. The gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. Mayne. 

CoNGRESSMAN WILEY Mayne. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. President, I believe that the Chairman and others 
in their questioning have established very clearly that 
your appearance here today is an entirely voluntary one 
on your part, that it was your idea, that you had not 
been requested by the committee to come in person, that 
we had indicated that it would be entirely satisfactory 
as far as we were concerned if some assistant appeared 
instead. 

THE Presment. That is correct, sir. 

CONGRESSMAN Mayne. I do not think, however, that 
it has yet been made clear in the record, and I think this 
should be, that it is also true that you were willing to 
come and to tell this full story, as you have done, before 
the committee and on television before the American 
people, much earlier than today. Is that not true? 

Tue Preswent. Yes. I think the original schedule 
was set for about a week ago. I have forgotten the exact 
date. 

CONGRESSMAN Mayne. My recollection, and you can 
correct me if I am wrong, is that as early as September 30, 
you offered and volunteered to appear before the sub- 
committee at our next regular meeting, which would have 
been on October 1, but it was indicated to you that that 
would be too early for the committee to be able to accom- 
modate such an appearance. 

Tue Preswent. I don’t recall that detail, but when 
I indicated that I would voluntarily appear, a member 
of my staff met with, I think, Chairman Hungate, and 
between them they tried to work out what was an accept- 
able, agreeable time as to when I should appear. 

CONGRESSMAN Mayne. There was, of course, the con- 
cern which developed in the subcommittee as to whether 
there would be any possible jeopardy to the impaneling 
of the jury in the Watergate cases, but I think this time- 
table should be established, and I would ask the Chairman 
if that is not his recollection, that originally, the President 
did say that he would be glad to appear on October 1. 

ConcressMAN Huncate. Not being under oath, the 
Chair is glad to reply. The gentleman’s recollection is the 
same as mine. 

ConcRESSMAN Mayne. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I 
just think the point should be made that there has been 
no stalling at all or delay on the part of the President in 
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making this appearance, but that he was not only willing 
to make the statement but to do it much earlier. 

ConcRESSMAN Epwarps. If the gentleman would yield 
briefly—that is precisely the fact, and it was considera- 
tion on behalf of many of us concerning the proper effect 
on any trials that held us till this day. 

CoNGRESSMAN Mayne. Now, Mr. President, I think 
there was perhaps one part of Mr. Kastenmeier’s question- 
ing of you that was left unanswered, and I am going to try 
to go into that again. 

Did you, by granting this pardon, have any intention of 
stopping the investigations of any other defendants or po- 
tential defendants? 

THE Preswent. None whatsoever. 

CONGRESSMAN Mayne. Mr. President, ever since I 
first heard of the Watergate break-in, I have felt that this 
was a matter which should be fully investigated and prose- 
cuted, and that anyone found to be criminally involved 
should be punished as provided by the law, and I have 
repeatedly stated I thought our American system of jus- 
tice, as administered in the courts, was fully capable of 
handling the situation if permitted to proceed without 
interference. 

I have been apprehensive that the activities of Some of 
the legislative committees and the large amount of publi- 
city attending upon those activities might make it im- 
possible for our court system to function as it should, and 
I have also been fearful that the executive branch would 
intervene to limit or handicap the normal functioning of 
the courts. 

Now, Mr. President, I must say to you I am deeply 
concerned that both the legislative and executive branches 
have indeed interfered with our courts making it extreme- 
ly difficult for the traditional American system of justice 
to proceed in the regular manner in this case, and I was 
very disturbed by the granting of this pardon, particularly 
at such an early stage, even though, certainly, there is no 
question that under the law, you had the right to act as 
you did. 

Now, I realize that hindsight is always better than 
foresight, but I am wondering if after all that has hap- 
pened and with further opportunity for reflection, if you 
do not now feel that you perhaps acted too hastily in this 
case. 

THE PresipeNntT. Mr. Mayne, I have thought about 
that a great deal because there has been criticism of 
the timing. But as I reviewed my thoughts prior to the 
granting of the pardon, I had to look at this factual situ- 
ation: If I granted the pardon when I did, it would, as 
quickly as possible, achieve the results that I wanted, 
which was to permit our Government, both the Congress 
and the President, to proceed to the solution of the prob- 
lems. 

Now, some people say in their criticism—and I under- 
stand it and I am not critical of the points they raise—I 
should have waited until Mr. Nixon was indicted, in- 


ferring that I should have then pardoned him, if I was 
going to do so. Well, other people say that I should have 
waited until he was convicted, if he was convicted, and 
at that time, I should have pardoned him. 

Others have indicated that I should have waited for 
a conviction and a jail sentence, if that were the result. 
Now, all of that process, whether it is the indictment, the 
possible conviction, a conviction plus a jail sentence, 
would have taken, as I have tried to explain, at least a 
year and probably much longer. 

And during that whole period of time, Mr. Mayne, all 
of the things that I wanted to avoid, namely the oppor- 
tunity for our Government, the President and the Con- 
gress, and others, to get to the problems we have, would 
have been, I think, deeply upset and roadblocked. 

So, I am convinced, after reflection, as I was pre- 
viously, that the timing of the pardon was done at the 
right time. 

CONGRESSMAN Mayne. Thank you, Mr. President. 

CoNGRESSMAN Hunoate. The Representative from 
New York, Ms. Holtzman. 

CONGRESSWOMAN ELIzABETH Ho.tzMan. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, and Mr. Ford, I too, wish to ap- 
plaud your historical appearance here today. At the same 
time, however, I wish to express my dismay that the for- 
mat of this hearing will not be able to provide to the 
American public the full truth and all of the facts re- 
specting your assurance of a pardon to Richard Nixon. 

Unfortunately, each member of this committee will 
have only 5 minutes in which to ask questions about this 
most serious matter, and unfortunately, despite my urging, 
the committee declined to provide sufficient time for each 
committee member to ask the questions that were appro- 
priate. 

The committee declined to prepare fully for your com- 
ing by calling other witnesses, such as Alexander Haig, 
Mr. Buchen, Mr. Becker, and has failed to insist also 
on full production of documents by you respecting the 
issuance of this pardon. 

I must confess my own lack of easiness at participating 
in a proceeding that has raised such high expectations 
and unfortunately, will not be able to respond to them. 

I would like to point out, Mr. President, that the resolu- 
tions of inquiry which have prompted your appearance 
here today have resulted from very dark suspicions that 
have been created in the public’s mind. 

Perhaps these suspicions are totally unfounded, and I 
sincerely hope that they are. But nonetheless, we must 
all confront the reality of these suspicions and the sus- 
picions that were created by the circumstances of the 
pardon which you issued, the secrecy with which it was 
issued, and the reasons for which it was issued which 
made people question whether or not, in fact, it was a 
deal. 

THE PresmIDENT. May I comment there? I want to as- 
sure you, the members of this subcommittee, the Mem- 
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bers of the Congress, and the American people, there was 
no deal, period, under no circumstances. 

CONGRESSWOMAN Hottzman. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate that statement, and I am sure many of the Amer- 
ican people do, as well. But they also are asking questions 
about the pardon, and I would like to specify a few of 
them for you so that perhaps we can have some of these 
answered. 

I think, from the mail I have received from all over 
the country, as well as my own district, I know that the 
people want to understand how you can explain having 
pardoned Richard Nixon without specifying any of the 
crimes for which he was pardoned. And how can you 
explain pardoning Richard Nixon without obtaining any 
acknowledgement of guilt from him? How do you ex- 
plain the failure to consult the Attorney General of the 
United States with respect to the issuance of the pardon, 
even though in your confirmation hearings you had in- 
dicated the Attorney General’s opinion would be critical 
in any decision to pardon the former President? 

How can this extraordinary haste in which the pardon 
was decided on and the secrecy with which it was carried 
out be explained, and how can you explain the pardon of 
Richard Nixon, accompanied by an agreement with re- 
spect to the tapes which, in essence, in the public’s mind, 
hampered the Special Prosecutor’s access to these mate- 
rials, and this was done, also, in the public’s mind, in 
disregard of the public’s right to know the full story about 
Richard Nixon’s misconduct in office. 

And, in addition, the public, I think, wants an explana- 
tion of how Benton Becker was used to represent the 
interests of the United States in negotiating a tapes agree- 
ment when at that very time, he was under investigation 
by the United States for possible criminal charges? 

And how, also, can you explain not having consulted 
Leon Jaworski, the Special Prosecutor, before approving 
of the tapes agreement? And I think, Mr. President, 
that these are only a few of the questions that have existed 
in the public’s mind before and unfortunately still remain 
not resolved. And since I have very brief time, I would 
like to ask you, in addition to these questions, one further 
one, and that is that suspicions have been raised that the 
reason for the pardon and the simultaneous tapes agree- 
ment was to insure that the tape recordings between your- 
self and Richard Nixon never came out in public. To alle- 
viate this suspicion once and for all, would you be willing 
to turn over to this subcommittee all tape recordings of 
conversations between yourself and Richard Nixon? 

THE Present. Those tapes, under an opinion of the 
Attorney General which I sought, according to the Attor- 
ney General—and, I might add, according to past prece- 
dent—belong to President Nixon. Those tapes are in our 
control. They are under an agreement which protects 
them, totally, fully, for the Special Prosecutor’s office or 
for any other criminal proceedings. 


Those tapes will not be delivered to anybody until a 
satisfactory agreement is reached with the Special Prose- 
cutor’s office. We have held them because his office did 
request that, and as long as we have them held in our 
possession for the Special Prosecutor’s benefit, I see no 
way whatsoever that they can be destroyed, that they can 
be kept from proper utilization in criminal proceedings. 

Now, those tapes belong to Mr. Nixon according to 
the Attorney General, but they are being held for the 
benefit of the Special Prosecutor, and I think that is the 
proper place for them to be kept. 

ConcrRESSMAN Huneate. The gentleman from Mary- 
land, Mr. Hogan. 

CONGRESSMAN LAWRENCE J. Hocan. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I am frankly amazed at my good friend, the 
gentlelady from New York, and her accusatory opening 
speech, because certainly, the gentlelady knows it is the 
usual and ordinary and routine procedure of this sub- 
committee and this committee, to operate under the 
5-minute rule. 

There is nothing extraordinary about us today allo- 
cating 5 minutes of time for questioning to each member 
of the committee. We always operate this way. 

Her other observation about not doing any preparatory 
work by calling other witnesses was rejected as far as I 
recall by all other members of the subcommittee on the 
basis that this resolution of inquiry is directed to the 
President of the United States and properly so. 

So, it would be totally inappropriate for the resolution 
of inquiry to address itself to individuals other than the 
subject of that resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. President, I would like to join, too, in commending 
you for your statement and your openness and candor in 
coming in this very historic event. 

Frankly, I am concerned at some of the questioning by 
my colleagues, asking questions, if all men are not equal 
under the law, because certainly, being the outstanding 
lawyers that they are, they know that the pardoning 
power itself is inherently inequitable, but for a larger 
purpose, it grants to the Chief Executive of the Federal 
Government or the State, in the case of State crimes, to 
pardon individuals who may or have been indicted or 
convicted of crimes. 

So, we should not expect this to apply as if there were 
a trial of these criminal offenses. And furthermore, we 
also know that in our system of criminal justice, even the 
prosecutors themselves exercise prosecutive discretion. 
There is no question whatsoever that the Constitution gives 
to the President of the United States broad and absolute 
power to pardon individuals of criminal offenses. 

We also know, from the debates of the framers of the 
Constitution, that they specifically rejected, including in 
the Constitution the words “after conviction.” 

They also, in the debate at that time, indicated situ- 
ations where it might be necessary or desirable to grant 
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a pardon even before indictment, as was the case in this 
instance. 

Mr. President, I know that you followed very carefully 
the deliberations of this committee during the impeach- 
ment inquiry, and I know you are also aware that this 
committee unanimously concluded that the President was 
guilty of an impeachable offense growing out of obstruc- 
tion of justice. 

So, in a sense, couldn’t we not say that this was at least 
the basis for a possible criminal charge which was already 
spread on the record with ample evidence to justify it? 
So, those who say you should have waited until there 
were formalized charges really are overlooking the fact 
that there was a very formalized charge and indictment, 
if you will, by this committee. 

Tue Presiwent. Well, the unanimous vote of the House 
Committee on the Judiciary, all 35 members, certainly is 
very, very substantial evidence that the former President 
was guilty of an impeachable offense. 

There is no doubt in my mind that that recommenda- 
tion of this full committee would have carried in the 
House, which would have been even more formal as an 
indication of criminal activity, or certainly to be more 
specific, an impeachable offense. And, of course, the 
prospects in the Senate with such a formidable vote in 
the committee and in the House would have been even 
more persuasive. 

ConcRESSMAN Hocan. Mr. President, referring to the 
memorandum from Mr. Ruth to Mr. Jaworski enumer- 
ating the 10 possible criminal offenses, it is true that this 
committee addressed itself, if I am not mistaken, to every 
single one of these charges and assessed evidence as to 
each one of them, and we found them wanting, that they 
were not sufficient justification for an impeachable offense. 

The last paragraph of that memorandum says, and I 
quote, “None of these matters at the moment rises to the 
level of our ability to prove even a probable criminal 
violation by Mr. Nixon.” 

Now, this memorandum does not include the obstruc- 
tion of justice which I addressed myself to earlier, so I 
think we can logically assume that there would not have 
been any indictments resulting from Mr. Jaworski’s activ- 
ities other than in the area of obstruction of justice and 
with further corroboration of that point, I allude to a 
story in the Wall Street Journal yesterday where Mr. 
Jaworski—who, incidentally, not only agrees with your 
pardon but also the legality and the timeliness of it—and 
he says very specifically that there was going to be no 
additional disclosures resulting from his activities that 
the public was not already aware of relating to Mr. Nixon. 

So, those who are saying we should wait until there is 
a formal charge I think are missing the point that there 
already has been a formal charge approved by this 
committee. 


Mr. President, don’t you feel that the very acceptance 
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of the pardon by the former President is tantamount to 
an admission of guilt on his part? 

THE PreswENT. I do, sir. 

ConcRESSMAN Hoscan. So, those who say again that 
they would have preferred that the President admit his 
culpability before a pardon being issued again are over- 
looking that fact? 

THE Present. The acceptance of a pardon, accord- 
ing to the legal authorities—and we have checked them 
out very carefully—does indicate that by the acceptance, 
the person who has accepted it does in effect admit guilt. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Hooan. Thank you, Mr. President, and 
again I would like to express my personal appreciation 
for your candor and your openness and your cooperation 
with the co-equal branch. 

THE PresiwenT. Thank you very much. 

CONGRESSMAN Hunoare. Mr. President, as you can 
see, the peculiar strength of this subcommittee lies in 
the fact that the subcommittee members bring so much 
knowledge to it and the subcommittee Chairman takes 
so little away. 

And I noticed in page 10 [p. 1304 of this issue] of your 
statement that when you were first hit with the possi- 
bility of this responsibility, you indicated you wanted to 
talk to your wife before making a decision. 

Mr. President, did you do that? 

Tue Preswent. I certainly did, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause the probability or possibility of my becoming Presi- 
dent obviously would have had a significant impact on 
her life as well as our lives. 

CoNGRESSMAN Huncate. That destroys my theory 
that, if you had talked to her, you would have waited 
until indictment or Christmas Eve, one or the other. 

Let me ask if any attempt was made by you or your 
representative to contact the Federal Pardon Attorney as 
to his opinion as to customary procedures followed in 
issuing a pardon? 

THE PresweEnt. I did not, sir. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Huwncate. Mr. President, I go to page 
20 [p. 1306 of this issue] of the statement, and I am 
addressing myself to the health question. In the first re- 
sponses provided, the press releases, in one of these, page 3, 
it refers to September 16 now as the date of this press con- 
ference after the pardon decision in which you were 
quoted, “I asked Dr. Lukash, who is the head physician 
in the White House, to keep me posted in proper channels 
as to the former President’s health. I have been informed 
on a routine day-to-day basis, but I don’t think I am at 
liberty to give information.” 

My question is, Mr. President, had he reported prior 
to the pardon date or only after? 

Tue Preswent. Dr. Lukash gave me no information 
concerning President Nixon’s health prior to the time that 
I issued the pardon. He did, at my request, when I heard 
rumors about the former President’s health, keep me 
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posted in proper channels, but that all occurred after the 
pardon took place. 

ConcressMAN Hunoate. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana is seeking recognition. 

ConcrRESSMAN Dennis. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would just like to request that we make a part of the 
record the text of the opinion of the United States Su- 
preme Court in Ex Parte Garland 4 Wall. 333 and also 
the opinion of the United States Supreme Court in Bur- 
dick against the United States, 236 U.S. 79, which deals 
with the point that a pardon must be accepted. 

ConcressMAN Huneate. Without objection, it will 
be made part of the record. 

CoNGRESSMAN Dennis. Mr. Chairman, I would also 
like to make a part of the record, if I may, the article 
referred to by my colleague Mr. Hogan, which appeared 
in the Wall Street Journal of October 16, 1974, and is 
headed “The Pardon of Nixon Was Timely, Legal, 
Jaworksi Believes.” 

ConcrEessMAN Hunoate. Without objection, it is so 
ordered, and now briefly 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Chairman, may I add to some- 
thing I said just to make it correct? 

CONGRESSMAN Huneate. Yés, sir. 

THE PrEsmENT. Somebody asked about when I last 
saw the President. I said that I had seen him on the 9th. 
I did as he departed, but I had also seen the President 
the morning of the 8th at the time I was asked to come 
and see him, and at that time we spent an hour and 20 
minutes together, or thereabouts, when he told me that 
he was going to resign. 

So, I saw him both the 8th and the 9th, just to make the 
record accurate. 

CoNGRESSMAN Huneate. All of us are aware of our 
time constraints. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
for a question. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

I would like to, for the record, indicate that the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Hogan, the 
effect that the proposal that this subcommittee try to con- 
tact certain staff members, such as General Haig and 
others, was supported by me. 

I think it would have been excellent. We have in the 
past done very well in terms of staff work preliminary to 
hearings that might have helped put some of the questions 
Ms. Holtzman had to rest. 

Mr. President, you indicated that as far as Mr. Haig 
was concerned, that he had suggested certain options to 
you, but did not in fact make a recommendation to you 
with respect to the pardon, is that correct? 

THE Presipent. That is correct. I answered that, I 
think, as fully as I can in my prepared statement. He dis- 
cussed the options. He made no recommendation. 

CONGRESSMAN KasTENMEIER. Which other persons to 
you personally made recommendations that the former 
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President be pardoned from that time in early August 
to the day of September 6 when you made your decision? 

Tue Preswent. No other person, to my knowledge, 
made any recommendation to me from that time until 
the time that I made a decision about September 6; 
nobody made any recommendation to me for the pardon 
of the former President. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. With respect to discus- 
sions between General Haig and Mr. Nixon, or other mat- 
ters in question, too, you indicated you had no personal 
knowledge, both in writing and I think in your statement 
today. 

I take it you would have no objection if the subcommit- 
tee sought to question Mr. Haig or others on the subject 
before us this morning to supplement this hearing and this 
inquiry? 

Tue Preswent. I don’t think that is within my pre- 
rogative. I have come here to testify as to the specific 
facts, as I know them, but what the subcommittee does is 
a judgment for the subcommittee and not me. 

CONGRESSMAN KASTENMEIER. The Chair is advised 
that the House is in recess waiting for the conclusion of 
this hearing before reconvening, so if I might, I will yield 
to Mr. Hogan for a question at this point, and then to 
Ms. Holtzman for a question, and we will then conclude. 

Mr. Hogan. 

CoNnGRESSMAN Hocan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. President, on page 20 [p. 1306 of this issue] of your 
statement you talk about the health issue and that you 
had not gotten any official reports from physicians that 
were controlling in your decision. You state that observa- 
tions were reported to you from others. 

Now, there have been press reports that Dr. Kissinger 
is alleged to have said to you that he feared that former 
President Nixon would commit suicide. That’s appeared 
in several news accounts. Is there any truth to that? 

THE PresivenT. There is no truth to it whatsoever as 
far as I know. 

CoNGRESSMAN Hocan. It appeared in the New York 
Times, the Washington Post on two occasions, and is 
alluded to in a research paper prepared for the sub- 
committee. 

THE PresweENT. There was no discussion between Dr. 
Kissinger and myself that included any such comment. 

ConcrESSMAN Hocan. I think if I might add a 
gratuitous comment, Mr. Chairman, that much of the 
controversy has been generated by the press, by just such 
erroneous statements that have been given wide circula- 
tion. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

ConcressMAN Huneate. I will ask for one concise 
question because we want to respect the time. 

CoNGRESSMAN Epwarps. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. President, what were the precise instructions given 
to Benton Becker by you when he went to San Clemente 
to negotiate Mr. Nixon’s acceptance of the pardon? 
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Tue Preswent. The precise instructions given to Mr. 
Becker were actually given by my counsel, Mr. Buchen. 
In general I knew what they were. They were instructions 
to negotiate the protection of those documents, including 
the tapes, for the benefit of the Special Prosecutor in 
whatever use he felt was essential, and at the same time 
to keep them inviolate during a period of time which we 
felt was a proper one. 

CoNGRESSMAN Epwarps. But not to offer the pardon 
unless that agreement had been negotiated? 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Edwards, those negotiations as 
to the custody or ownership of the documents, including 
tapes, were undertaken prior to August 27, because we 
were or more less beseiged—when I say “we,” the White 
House—as to what to do with those documents, including 
tapes. 

That negotiation had no relevance whatsoever to the 
decision on my part to pardon the President. 

ConcressMAN Hunoate. The Chair would remind 
all of the constraints of time, and call on Ms. Holtzman 
for one final question. 

CoNGRESSWOMAN Ho ttzman. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


Mr. Ford, you’ve stated that the theory on which you 
pardoned Richard Nixon was that he had suffered 
enough, and I am interested in that theory because the 
logical consequence of that is that somebody who resigns 
in the face of virtually certain impeachment or somebody 
who is impeached should not be punished because the 
impeachment or the resignation in face of impeachment 
is punishment enough. 

And I wondered whether anybody had brought to your 
attention the fact the Constitution specifically states that 
even though somebody is impeached, that person shall 
nonetheless be liable to punishment according to law. 


THE Preswent. Ms. Holtzman, I was fully cognizant 
of the fact that the President on resignation was account- 
able for any criminal charges. But I would like to say that 
the reason I gave the pardon was not as to Mr. Nixon, 
himself. I repeat, and I repeat with emphasis, the purpose 
of the pardon was to try and get the United States, the 
Congress, the President, and the American people focus- 
ing on the serious problems we have both at home and 
abroad, and I was absolutely convinced, then, as I am 
now, that if we had this series—an indictment, a trial, a 
conviction, and anything else that transpired after that— 
that the attention of the President, the Congress, and the 
American people would have been diverted from the 
problems that we have to solve. 

That was the principal reason for my granting of the 
pardon. 


CONGRESSMAN Huneare. Mr. Smith. 


CONGRESSMAN SmirH. Mr. Chairman, just before we 
adjourn this hearing, I again would like to commend the 
President and thank him for coming. 


I think, Mr. President, that you have probably opened 
a new era between the executive and the legislative depart- 
ments, and I am very happy for it. 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Chairman, I want to express to 
you and to the other members of the committee or sub- 
committee my appreciation for the fine manner and, I 
think, the fair way in which this meeting was held this 
morning. 

I felt that it was absolutely essential because I am the 
only one who could explain the background and the 
decisionmaking process. And I hope, as I said in my open- 
ing statement, Mr. Chairman, that I have at least cleared 
the air so that most Americans will understand what was 
done and why it was done. 

And again I trust that all of us can get back to the job 
of trying to solve our problems, both at home and abroad. 

I thank you very, very much. 

ConGRESSMAN HunearteE. Mr. President, on behalf of 
the subcommittee, we express our appreciation to you 
for your appearance here today and recognition of the 
responsibility we all have to complete this work and get 
on with the business. 

The transcripts will be furnished as quickly as possible 
to members of the subcommittee. 

The subcommittee will adjourn subject to call of the 
Chair. 


Second Veto of Continuing 
Appropriations Resolution 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.J. Res. 1163 Without His Approval 
Because of Provisions Concerning Military Assistance 
toTurkey. October 17, 1974 


To the House of Representatives: 


I greatly regret that for the second time I must return 
without my approval the Continuing Resolution grant- 
ing funds for the operation of several departments and 
agencies and for the temporary continuation of our for- 
eign aid programs, H.J. Res. 1163. 

My previous veto message and my public statements 
on this matter have clearly expressed our objectives with 
respect to the resolution of the Cyprus dispute as well as 
the dangers posed by legislative restrictions destroying our 
ability to assist the parties involved. The Congress, de- 
spite the best efforts of the bipartisan leaders of both 
Houses, has for the second time refused to recognize the 
realities of the situation. 

While the language of this new bill is different, its effect 
is similar to the earlier Continuing Resolution which 
required my veto on October 14. I need not reiterate the 
extensive comments which I made at that time and 


Volume 10—Number 42 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1974 


which again compel a veto. The provisions of this bill as 
they would apply to Turkey would do nothing to bring 
an end to the suffering of the Cypriot people, would do 
nothing to encourage the two sides to resolve the dispute 
peacefully, and would bring a further deterioration of 
the posture of the NATO alliance in the crucial Eastern 
Mediterranean. It is for these reasons and those previously 
stated that I must reluctantly veto the bill before me. 

In addition, I am compelled to point out again that 
should this measure become law, the United States would 
have lost the ability to play a useful role in this dispute 
and would in effect have to withdraw from the negotia- 
tions. Should the Congress force such an action, it must 
do so in the clear knowledge that it assumes full responsi- 
bility for the situation which would then prevail. 

I ask that the Congress not choose that path but that 
it reconsider its action and provide a bill which will permit 
the continued execution of United States foreign policy 
in a constructive and responsible manner. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 17, 1974. 


NoTE: On October 17, 1974, the President signed a continuing 
appropriations resolution (H.J. Res. 1167). See page 1320 of this 
issue. 


Convention for the Safety of 


Life at Sea 


The President’s Message to the Senate Transmitting 
Amendments to the Convention for Advice and 
Consent to Ratification. October 17, 1974 


To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith, for the advice and consent of the 
Senate, amendments to seven regulations contained in 
Chapters II, III, IV and V of the International Con- 
vention for the Safety of Life at Sea, 1960, and an amend- 
ment replacing and superseding the regulations in Chapter 
VI of that Convention, all of which were adopted on 
November 20, 1973, by the Assembly of the Inter- 
Governmental Maritime Consultative Organization 
(IMCO) at its eighth session. 

The amendments to Chapters II, III, IV and V are 
directed toward the improvement of safety of navigation 
and were recommended by the Maritime Safety Commit- 
tee of IMCO at its 24th through 27th sessions. The 
amendment to Chapter VI, Carriage of Grain, will 
replace and supersede the existing Chapter VI in its 
entirety. It is directed toward the improvement of safety 
requirements for the carriage of grain in bulk, and was 
recommended by the Maritime Safety Committee at its 
27th session. 

The United States Delegation to the IMCO Assembly 
actively supported the amendments, some of which had 
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been formulated at United States initiative. The enclosed 
report of the Department of State provides additional in- 
formation concerning the amendments. 

The amendments represent significant improvements in 
the standards for ship safety. I recommend that the 
Senate give its advice and consent to acceptance of the 
amendments by the United States. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 17, 1974. 


International Telecommunication 
Convention 


The President’s Message to the Senate Transmitting the 
Convention for Advice and Consent to Ratification. 
October 17, 1974 


To the Senate of the United States: 


For advice and consent to ratification, I herewith trans- 
mit to the Senate the International Telecommunication 
Convention reached at Malaga-Torremolinos on Octo- 
ber 25, 1973. This transmittal also includes the Annexes 
and Final Protocol to the Convention, as well as a report 
by the Department of State. 

This new Convention will abrogate and replace the 
International Telecommunication Convention of 1965. 
It generally follows the provisions of the 1965 Convention 
with a considerable number of minor improvements and 
a few major modifications to take account of technical 
developments in the field and developments in interna- 
tional organizations. 

One notable change from the 1965 Convention is the 
deletion of the separate membership of the territories of 
the several member States, including the United States. 
Although this change will deprive the United States of its 
vote on behalf of the territories, the redistribution of 
financial obligations which accompany this change will 
result in a relatively lower financial contribution from 
this country. 

The International Telecommunication Convention con- 
stitutes the procedural and organizational framework 
for the orderly conduct of international telecommunica- 
tions, and it is in the public and commercial interest of 
the United States to continue to play an active role within 
this framework. I recommend that the Senate give early 
and favorable consideration to this new Convention, and 
subject to a reservation noted in the State Department 
report, give its advice and consent to ratification. 

GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 17, 1974. 
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Ramadan 


Message of the President. October 17, 1974 


On the occasion of the special feast days concluding 
Ramadan, Mrs. Ford and I wish to extend our warmest 
greetings to all Americans of the Islamic Faith. 

For nearly two hundred years, our nation has derived 
its strength from the diversity of its people and of their 
beliefs. That strength has been greatly enhanced by your 
own religious heritage. 

I am sure that the completion of your month of fasting 
will bring home to you more than ever the importance 
of religious responsibilities in daily life. Fellow citizens 
of all faiths join you in this sentiment. We will be with 
you in spirit as you reaffirm your commitment to prin- 
ciples which exalt man’s existence. 

May your celebration and the special message of these 
holy days fortify and uplift each of you and add to our 
vitality as a nation. 

GERALD R. Forp 


NOTE: The message was made available by the White House Press 
Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House press release. 


Veto of Freedom of Information 
Act Amendments 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 12471 Without His Approval. 
October 17, 1974 


To the House of Representatives: 


I am returning herewith without my approval H.R. 
12471, a bill to amend the public access to documents 
provisions of the Administrative Procedures Act. In Au- 
gust, I transmitted a letter to the conferees expressing my 
support for the direction of this legislation and presenting 
my concern with some of its provisions. Although I am 
gratified by the Congressional response in amending sev- 
eral of these provisions, significant problems have not been 
resolved. 

First, I remain concerned that our military or intelli- 
gence secrets and diplomatic relations could be adversely 
affected by this bill. This provision remains unaltered 
following my earlier letter. 

I am prepared to accept those aspects of the provision 
which would enable courts to inspect classified documents 
and review the justification for their classification. How- 
ever, the courts should not be forced to make what 
amounts to the initial classification decision in sensitive 
and complex areas where they have no particular exper- 
tise. As the legislation now stands, a determination by the 


Secretary of Defense that disclosure of a document would 
endanger our national security would, even though rea- 
sonable, have to be overturned by a district judge who 
thought the plaintiff's position just as reasonable. Such 
a provision would violate constitutional principles, and 
give less weight before the courts to an executive deter- 
mination involving the protection of our most vital na- 
tional defense interests than is accorded determinations 
involving routine regulatory matters. 

I propose, therefore, that where classified documents 
are requested the courts could review the classification, 
but would have to uphold the classification if there is a 
reasonable basis to support it. In determining the reason- 
ableness of the classification, the courts would consider 
all attendant evidence prior to resorting to an in camera 
examination of the document. 

Second, I believe that confidentiality would not be 
maintained if many millions of pages of FBI and other 
investigatory law enforcement files would be subject to 
compulsory disclosure at the behest of any person unless 
the Government could prove to a court—separately for 
each paragraph of each document—that disclosure 
“would” cause a type of harm specified in the amendment. 
Our law enforcement agencies do not have, and could not 
obtain, the large number of trained and knowledgeable 
personnel that would be needed to make such a line-by-line 
examination of information requests that sometimes in- 
volve hundreds of thousands of documents, within the 
time constraints added to current law by this bill. 

Therefore, I propose that more flexible criteria govern 
the responses to requests for particularly lengthy investi- 
gatory records to mitigate the burden which these amend- 
ments would otherwise impose, in order not to dilute the 
primary responsibilities of these law enforcement activities. 

Finally, the ten days afforded an agency to determine 
whether to furnish a requested document and the twenty 
days afforded for determinations on appeal are, despite 
the provision concerning unusual circumstances, simply 
unrealistic in some cases. It is essential that additional 
latitude be provided. 

I shall submit shortly language which would dispel my 
concerns regarding the manner of judicial review of classi- 
fied material and for mitigating the administrative burden 
placed on the agencies, especially our law enforcement 
agencies, by the bill as presently enrolled. It is only my 
conviction that the bill as enrolled is unconstitutional and 
unworkable that would cause me to return the bill without 
my approval. I sincerely hope that this legislation, which 
has come so far toward realizing its laudable goals, will 
be reenacted with the changes I propose and returned 
to me for signature during this session of Congress. 


GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
October 17, 1974. 
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Emergency Home Purchase 
Assistance Act of 1974 


The President’s Remarks at the Bill Signing Ceremony 
at the White House. October 18, 1974 


Let me at the outset express my appreciation to the 
Congress for responding so quickly and, I think, basically 
so well, in passing this housing legislation, which is needed 
for an industry that is in serious trouble. 

We cannot tolerate a building program at the present 
rate for homebuilding. And this legislation which the 
Congress has passed will materially help, in my judgment, 
in turning the corner as far as the housing industry is 
concerned. 

It is not new, and other things have to be done, but it 
will provide a shot in the arm for the housing industry. I 
regret, of course, that it didn’t include condominiums 
and apartments, but be that as it may, it is good legisla- 
tion. We will make it work. 

I wish there was a little more flexibility in one or two 
of the provisions, but nevertheless, considering the time 
factor, I compliment the Congress for moving so quickly 
and, particularly, Senator Cranston and Senator Brooke, 
who were instrumental in the first instance. But I think the 
credit goes to the Congress as a whole in moving ahead 
so rapidly at a time when the housing industry needed 
help. 

So, it is a privilege and a pleasure for me to sign this 
bill in the presence of a number of Members who had a 
very major factor in making this possible. 

I do thank you all very, very much. As I said, we are 
going to move ahead, I hope, in some other areas, and 
we will get a lot more homes built. 

Thank you all for being here. 

I should have said the Secretary is going to start imple- 
menting, I think, this next Tuesday. I do want to compli- 
ment the Secretary, who I think worked with the Congress 
and did a fine job in moving with the Congress and getting 
it through, and now he is going to make it work. 

Thank you. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 10:36 a.m. in the Cabinet Room at 
the White House. As enacted, the bill (S. 3979) is Public Law 93— 
449, approved October 18, 1974. 


Emergency Home Purchase 
Assistance Act of 1974 


Statement by the President Upon Signing the Bill 
Into Law. October 18, 1974 


It is with great pleasure today that I am signing into 
law S. 3979, the Emergency Home Purchase Assistance 
Act of 1974. 

In my remarks to the joint session of the Congress on 
October 8, I urged the Congress to enact, before recess, 
additional legislation to make most home mortgages 
eligible for purchase by an agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. I also remarked that I remembered how much 
Congress can get done when it wants to. 

I am most pleased that exactly one week after my re- 
marks, the Congress responded with passage of the Emer- 
gency Home Purchase Assistance Act of 1974. 

This bill authorizes the Government National Mortgage 
Association in the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development to make commitments at predetermined 
interest rates to purchase mortgages, both on new and 
existing homes, which are not Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration insured or Veterans Administration guaranteed— 
the so-called “conventional” mortgages which comprise 
about 80 percent of all mortgages. The advantage of the 
plan is that with the GNMA commitment, the homebuyer, 
builder, and lender have an assured source of financing 
at a known, favorable interest rate. The cost to the Gov- 
ernment is limited to the loss which GNMA realizes if its 
selling price for a mortgage is less than its original purchase 
price. 

Like most emergency measures, this bill has some 
minuses. Notwithstanding the increasing proportion of 
American families that choose each year to live in apart- 
ments or condominiums, the bill unfortunately does not 
cover conventional mortgages for apartment or condo- 
minium projects. Moreover, I had hoped that this help 
for the housing industry could be delivered with a mini- 
mum inflationary impact, and I know that the Congress 
intended the program to be self-supporting. However, the 
bill establishes a rigid, illogical interest ceiling formula 
that fails to relate interest income to actual borrowing 
costs and to cover adequately administrative costs. 


noTE: As enacted, the bill (S. 3979) is Public Law 93-449, ap- 
proved October 18, 1974. 
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Department of Labor 


The President’s Remarks at the Dedication of the 
New Department of Labor Building. October 18, 1974 


Secretary Brennan, Secretary Weinberger, Administrator 
Sampson, former Secretaries of Labor, distinguished 
leaders of organized labor, reverend clergy: 

It is really a great privilege and pleasure for me to 
have the opportunity of saying a few words this morning 
and to subsequently participate in the cornerstone laying. 

Now, let me at the outset say that at the White House 
this morning I received an honorary membership in the 
Bricklayers, Masons and Plasterers, from Tom Murphy. 
This was the shortest apprenticeship that any bricklayer, 
mason, or plasterer ever went through. But I thank them, 
nevertheless. 

And may I add to what the Secretary of Labor said a 
moment ago. He gave me, as I came to the podium, this 
wonderful resolution signed by those who were here, and 
some are here this morning—the Vocational Industrial 
Youth Organization. I thank them, and express my deep 
gratitude for their resolution. 

Well, Mr. Secretary and distinguished guests, this 
building will house the administration of programs that 
vividly demonstrate America’s sense of concern, compas- 
sion, and equity. 

Enormous progress, as you have mentioned, Mr. Sec- 
retary, has been made since 1913 when the Department 
of Labor started its work. Its most urgent concern then, 
as we look back on history, was child labor. Unemploy- 
ment insurance and workmen’s compensation did not 
exist at that time. Neither did the dozens and dozens of 
other programs of assistance to America’s working men 
and women. 

Since 1913, which, incidentally, was the year that I 
was born, the United States has protected workers with 
a very broad network of legislative and administrative 
safeguards. 

In recent years, we have sought to attack the problems 
of hard-core unemployment. We have sought to assist the 
chronically unemployed who lack the skills required for 
today’s job market. 

Over the past 10 years, the manpower training pro- 
grams of the Department helped provide over 91/4 million 
workers with the skills needed to move up that important 
job ladder. Working standards have been upgraded as 
they should have been, and job discrimination has been 
curbed, although I think we have to recognize not totally 
ended. We will work on that; we will continue to make a 
maximum effort in that regard, 

I am very, very proud, Mr. Secretary, of the 13,000 
people who work in this Department, and I am told 
some 5,000 will work in this new building. 

In demonstrating the competence and the creativity 
of their work, they help State and local governments cut 


through Federal red tape and afford these units maximum 
latitude in adapting programs to local needs. 

The 13,000 people that work for the Department, not 
only here but all over the world—primarily, of course, 
in our country—they help to build a_ constructive 
State-Federal relationship. 

In short, they help the working people of this country 
who we all recognize are the indispensable ingredients of 
America’s greatness. 

During the economic summit meeting last month, I 
got some good advice from Secretary Brennan and from 
our national labor leaders on how to cope with our num- 
ber one problem, a problem which affects every citizen, 
every worker, every one of us. And, of course, I refer to 
public enemy number one—inflation. 

What is needed to whip inflation, it was suggested, are 
compassionate, sensible, equitable policies presented to 
the American people with honesty and with candor. 

In outlining my programs to Congress to overcome 
this threat, I tried my very best to meet this standard, 
to offer policies that are compassionate, that are sensible, 
and, of course, are equitable. 

In calling on the American people to join in this effort, 
I used the very same yardstick. And let me, if I might, 
emphasize this particular point. Whatever they deal with, 
whether the economy at home or our foreign relations 
abroad, the programs and policies of this Administration 
will continue to be predicated on these same basic 
principles. 

Now, Mr. Secretary and distinguished guests, the build- 
ing we dedicate today demonstrates that Labor Day is not 
confined to a single day in September. Every day is Labor 
Day in the view of this Administration toward America’s 
working men and women. 

I thank you very, very much. 

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:28 a.m. at the new Department of 
Labor Building. 


As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 


Continuing Appropriations Resolution 


Statement by the President Upon Signing H.J. Res. 1167 
Into Law, While Expressing Reservations About Its 
Provisions Concerning Military Assistance to Turkey. 
October 18, 1974 


I have signed, with serious reservations, the continuing 
resolution (H. J. Res. 1167) providing necessary funds 
after a 3-week delay for the operation of several depart- 
ments and agencies and for the temporary continuation of 
our foreign aid programs. 

Despite two vetoes of similar versions of this bill and my 
public statements concerning the damage to our diplomacy 
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that would result from its restrictions on military aid to 
Turkey, Congress has nevertheless persisted by clear 
majorities in a course which I consider ill-advised and 
dangerous. 

The restrictions imposed in this bill on our military 
assistance to Turkey create serious problems. Without sub- 
stantial benefit to any other country, these restrictions 
threaten our relations with a country which is a close ally, 
which is the eastern anchor of an alliance vital to the 
security of the United States, and which plays a funda- 
mental role in the strategic interests of the United States 
in the Eastern Mediterranean area. It is for these rea- 
sons—the national security interests of the United States— 
that we have been providing military assistance to Turkey. 

The problem created by these legislative restrictions 
with respect to our relations with Turkey are not com- 
pensated for in any way by benefits to Greece or the Greek 
Cypriots. Contrary to the intentions of the supporters of 
these restrictions, this bill can only hinder progress toward 
a settlement of the Cypriot dispute which is so much in 
the interest of both Greece and the people of Cyprus. 

As a result of my vetoes of two earlier versions of this 
continuing resolution, the Congress has eased the most 
troublesome of the earlier restrictions. Nevertheless, the 
risks created by the remaining ones fail to provide com- 
pensating benefits. I will, of course, do my best to accom- 
plish the goals which we had set before the Congress took 
this action. Whatever we can still do to assist in resolving 
the Cyprus dispute will be done. But if we fail despite our 
best efforts, those in the Congress who overrode the Con- 
gressional leadership must bear the full responsibility for 
that failure. 


NOTE: As enacted, the bill (H.J. Res. 1167) is Public Law 93-448, 
approved October 17, 1974. 


Energy Conservation by the 
Federal Government 


The President’s Memorandum for Heads of 
Departments and Agencies. October 18, 1974 


Last year, Federal agencies were directed to reduce 
anticipated energy use during fiscal year 1974 by seven 
percent. I have now been advised that actual results for 
the year will show a reduction of about 24% from 
anticipated energy demand—more than tripling the orig- 
inal objective, This savings is equivalent to about 90 mil- 
lion barrels of oil and $725 million in energy costs to 
the Federal taxpayer. Part of this savings was due to the 
severe petroleum shortages we experienced during the 
embargo and to the mild winter, but the total savings 
reflects serious and dedicated efforts to conserve energy. 


I congratulate you and your employees for this fine 
achievement. The success of the Federal Energy Manage- 
ment Program provides an exccllent example for all Amer- 
icans, both of what can be accomplished in efforts to 
conserve energy and of the dedication and sacrifice which 
employees of the Federal Government are bringing to this 
important task. 

I hereby direct that the Federal Energy Management 
Program be continued through fiscal year 1975. I am 
today establishing a new energy conservation goal for the 
Federal agencies for fiscal year 1975 of 15 percent savings 
below energy consumed in fiscal year 1973. This will 
result in energy savings equivalent to approximately 55 
million barrels of oil during the year. 

To achieve this new savings goal, it is imperative that 
all Federal agencies examine facilities and operations, 
including Government owned-contractor operated activi- 
ties, for energy conservation potential during the remain- 
der of this year. In addition, I am asking the Administra- 
tors of the Federal Energy Administration and General 
Services Administration to recommend to Secretary Mor- 
ton, Chairman of the Energy Resources Council, a multi- 
year program to increase energy efficiency of all Federal 
facilities and operations. These two officials will also pro- 
vide instructions and guidelines to assist you in evaluating 
the economic efficiency of energy conservation improve- 
ments, 

I look forward to your continued cooperation and assist- 
ance in this energy conservation effort. 

GERALD R. Forp 


Energy Conservation 


Statement by the President. October 18, 1974 


During the past month, I have made clear that the 
United States must and will act to increase its energy 
independence. One effective way—which can have 
immediate payoff—is to reduce unnecessary energy 
demands. 

Today, I have ordered that the Federal Government 
continue during the current fiscal year its energy savings 
program. I have directed that agencies hold energy con- 
sumption to levels 15 percent below the amount consumed 
in fiscal year 1973. In addition, I have instructed the 
Administrators of the Federal Energy Administration and 
General Services Administration to recommend to Secre- 
tary Morton, Chairman of the Energy Resources Council, 
a multi-year program to assure that energy efficiency is 
considered in all decisions involving Federal facilities and 
operations. 

Last year, actions by Federal agencies saved the equiva- 
lent of 90 million barrels of oil. Both these accomplish- 
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ments and these new goals can serve as examples for all 
sectors—for business and industry, State and local gov- 
ernments, and for all our citizens in their daily activities. 

The new objective for Federal energy conservation is 
one step. We are now working with industry to find ways 
to reduce energy requirements for its activities and prod- 
ucts. We will continue working with all sectors to find 
other steps that can be taken to conserve energy. 

I again urge all Americans to join in this effort with 
serious voluntary actions to conserve energy. All of us 
contribute daily to the demand for energy. We can all 
act to reduce that demand. 


Regulation of Cigarette Tar and 


Nicotine Content 


The President’s Letter to Dr. Jonathan E. Rhoads, 
Chairman of the National Cancer Advisory 
Board. October 18, 1974 


Dear Dr. Rhoads: 

I have received and reviewed a preliminary copy of the 
1974 annual report of the National Cancer Advisory 
Board. 

In several places, the Board’s report recommends Fed- 
eral regulation of the tar and nicotine content of ciga- 
rettes. The report does not, however, provide an assess- 
ment of the scientific evidence at hand which should 
provide the basis for such regulation. 

In order that all concerned may be fully informed, I 
would like to request that the National Cancer Advisory 
Board review the existing scientific evidence on an urgent 
basis and provide me with an assessment of the extent 
to which there exists a scientific basis for responsible 
regulation of cigarettes. 

I recognize that all questions of regulation necessarily 
involve a certain amount of reasonable disagreement as 
well as the exercise of sound judgment. Nevertheless, it is 
critically important that our judgments be soundly based 
so that we may proceed with the greatest amount of 
wisdom. 

I know I can count on the National Cancer Advisory 
Board to provide me with scientific advice on this im- 
portant matter of public concern. I would greatly appre- 
ciate the Board’s assessment by December 1, 1974. 

Sincerely, 
GERALD R. Forp 
[The Honorable Jonathan E. Rhoads, Department of Surgery, 


School of Medicine, University of Pennsylvania, 36th and Hamilton 
Walk, Philadelphia, Pa. 19104] 


Postal Rate Commission 


Announcement of Reappointment of Clyde S. DuPont 
as a Commissioner. October 18, 1974 


The President today announced that he has reappoint- 
ed Clyde S. DuPont of Alexandria, Va., to be a Com- 
missioner of the Postal Rate Commission. 


From 1969 to October 1974, Mr. DuPont was minor- 
ity counsel for the Post Office and Civil Service Com- 
mittee after having served as a professional staff member 
of the Judiciary Committee from 1967 to 1968. In 1964, 
he was named legislative assistant to Senator Hiram L. 
Fong, serving until 1967. 

He was born on December 28, 1933, in Waialua, Ha- 
wali. He received his B.S. degree from Brigham Young 
University in 1959 and his J.D. degree from George 
Washington University Law School in February 1963. 
He served as a staff sergeant in the United States Air 
Force from 1952 to 1956. He is a member of the District 
of Columbia Bar Association. 


He is married to the former Joan Kimball, and they 
have three children. They reside in Alexandria, Va. 


Drug Abuse Prevention Week, 1974 


The President’s Remarks Upon Signing 
Proclamation 4328. October 18, 1974 


I am about to sign the Drug Abuse Prevention Week 
Proclamation, and I will sign it in the presence of these 
three very important members of the team who give 
leadership to our effort in trying to handle the entry of 
drugs from outside of the country, the handling of those 
who abuse our laws as far as drugs are concerned, and the 
problem of trying to, through research, find answers to 
the drug problem in advance. 

So, on this occasion, it is a privilege for me to sign this 
proclamation, which I hope will have an impact on our 
very sizable effort of about $750 million a year in meet- 
ing the challenge of the drug problem in the United 
States. 


Thank you very much, gentlemen. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 2:45 p.m. in the Cabinet Room at 
the White House at a signing ceremony attended by Ambassador 
Sheldon B. Vance, Special Assistant to the Secretary of State for 
narcotics matters, Dr. Robert L. DuPont, Director of the Special 
Action Office for Drug Abuse Prevention, and John R. Bartels, 
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement Administration. 

As printed above, this item follows the text of the White House 
press release. 
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Drug Abuse Prevention Week, 1974 


Proclamation 4328. October 18, 1974 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


The drug trade, by destroying individual lives and 
dividing families and communities, strikes at the heart of 
our national well-being. 

America’s response has not been passive. During the 
past half decade, we have given the highest priority to 
eliminating this threat to the very fabric of our society. 

Our enforcement programs, undertaken with the co- 
operation of 60 other nations, are aimed at stamping out 
the drug trade at all levels, from the growing process to 
street sales. 

We are also rendering special Federal assistance to 
local law enforcement agencies. As a result, drug arrests 
are up, major traffickers have been jailed, and supplies 
have been reduced. But too many Americans still are 
victimized by drug abuse. 

We must redouble our efforts to cut supplies and punish 
suppliers. And we must make a national commitment to 
rehabilitate former users. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate the 
week of October 20-26, as Drug Abuse Prevention Week, 
1974. 

An important focus of our effort should be on the com- 
munity acceptance of former drug abusers. For without 
a way back into society, the former addict still is prey 
to the pressures and pointlessness that contributed to his 
abuse in the first place. Let us begin, this week, to search 
out the techniques and resources we will need to help 
former drug abusers find their place in productive so- 
ciety—techniques and resources that will complement the 
work presently being carried out at the 1,240 Federally 
funded treatment centers and service points in more than 
350 communities across the Nation. 

I call upon officials at every level of government, upon 
educators, medical professionals, and communicators, 
upon the business community and the civic groups of our 
Nation, upon the churches and clergy, and upon all who 
bear the special trusts of community leadership, to rededi- 
cate themselves during this week to the total banishment 
of drug abuse from American life. 

I again urge every American to commit himself whole- 
-heartedly, beginning now, to this supremely important 
humanitarian cause. 

In Witness WuHereor, I have hereunto set my hand 
this eighteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-four, and of the Independence 


of the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
ninth. 
GeraLp R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:45 a.m., 
October 19, 1974] 


Meeting With President Francisco da 
Costa Gomes of Portugal 


Joint United States-Portuguese Communique. 
October 18, 1974 


At the invitation of President Ford, His Excellency 
Francisco da Costa Gomes, President of the Republic of 
Portugal, visited Washington on October 18. President 
Costa Gomes, who was accompanied by the Foreign 
Minister, Dr. Mario Soares, had meetings with President 
Ford and with Secretary of State Kissinger and was the 
guest of honor at a luncheon given by Secretary 
Kissinger. 

President Costa Gomes outlined the achievements of 
the Portuguese Government in light of recent events in 
restoring civil and political liberties to Portugal and in 
creating the basis for a return to democracy, He reported 
on the negotiations which had led to the independence 
of Guinea-Bissau and explained his government’s plans 
for the granting of self-determination and independence 
to the remaining overseas territories. He reaffirmed his 
government’s commitment to the North Atlantic Treaty 
and its desire to develop even closer ties to the United 
States. 

President Ford expressed his admiration for the states- 
manship shown by Portuguese leaders in undertaking to 
restore democracy to Portugal by holding free elections 
soon and in making possible the enjoyment of the right 
of self-determination and independence by the peoples 
of Portugal’s overseas territories. He noted with pleasure 
President Costa Gomes’ reaffirmation of Portugal’s com- 
mitment to NATO and expressed his confidence that ties 
between the United States and Portugal will become ever 
closer. 

The two Presidents agreed that, as these developments 
proceed, it would be in our mutual interest to intensify the 
cooperation between the two countries to embrace new 
activities in a broad range of areas, such as education, 
health, energy, agriculture, transportation and communi- 
cations, among others. They agreed that this expansion 
of their cooperation could begin with technical talks in 
the fields of agriculture, public health, education and 
financial and economic matters, as requested by the 
Portuguese authorities. 

They also agreed that the two countries should continue 
and intensify negotiations relating to cooperation in the 
Azores. 
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Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 


October 12 


In observance of National Newspaper Carrier Day, the 
President greeted a group of newspaper carriers at the 
White House. 

The President today accepted the resignation of Joseph 
S. Brown as an Assistant Inspector General for Foreign 
Assistance in the Department of State, effective Octo- 
ber 14, 1974. 

Members of the Citizens’ Action Committee To Fight 
Inflation met with the President. 


October 14 


A group of small business leaders met with the President 
at the White House. 


October 15 


Canadian Ambassador Marcel Cadieux called on the 
President to present him with a set of coins struck in honor 
of the 1976 Olympic Games to be held in Montreal. 

The White House announced that Stanton D. Anderson 
has asked the President to withdraw his nomination as 
U.S. Ambassador to Costa Rica for personal reasons. The 
President has acceded to Mr. Anderson’s request. 

Ambassador George Bush met with the President prior 
to assuming his post as Chief of the U.S. Liaison Office in 
Peking. 


A group of handicapped persons and others who work 
with the handicapped met with the President to discuss 
the needs and problems of handicapped persons and their 
views on what the Government can do to help them. 


October 16 


During his visit to Kansas City, Mo., the President met 
with Senator Robert Dole to discuss the wheat situation 
in Kansas. 

October 17 


A group of Hispanic American leaders met with the 
President at the White House to discuss concerns of the 
Spanish-speaking community. 

Aziz Ahmed, Pakistani Minister of State for Defense 
and Foreign Affairs, met with the President. 

Secretary of State Kissinger and Secretary of the Treas- 
ury Simon met separately with the President to report on 
their respective trips to the Middle East and the Soviet 
Union. 


October 18 


Senators Henry M. Jackson and Jacob K. Javits and 
Representative Charles A. Vanik met with the President 
at the White House to discuss the pending trade bill and 
the agreement reached on emigration from the Soviet 
Union. 

The White House announced that Prime Minister 
Pierre Elliott Trudeau of Canada has accepted President 
Ford’s invitation to visit the United States on December 4. 

The White House announced that Chancellor Bruno 
Kreisky of Austria has accepted President Ford’s invitation 
to visit the United States on November 12. 

The President greeted winners of the National Civil 
Service League awards in the Rose Garden. 

The President met with the National Security Council. 

The Executive Committee of the Economic Policy 
Board met with the President. 
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ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT 


Approved October 11, 1974 


An act to establish the Big Cypress Na- 
tional Preserve in the State of Florida, and 
for other purposes. 
H.R. 11510. Public Law 93-438 

Energy Reorganization Act of 1974. 

Public Law 93-439 
An act to authorize the establishment of 
the Big Thicket National Preserve in the 
State of Texas, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 93-441 
An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to change the alloy and weight 
of the one-cent piece and to amend the 
Bank Holding Act Amendments of 1970 to 
authorize grants to Eisenhower College, 
Seneca Falls, New York. 

Private Law 93-92 
An act for the relief of Joe H. Morgan. 

Private Law 93-93 
An act for the relief of Dulce Pilar Castin 
(Castin-Casas) . 

Private Law 93-94 
An act for the relief of Caridad R. 
Balonan. 

S.J. Res. 192. 

Joint resolution to grant the status of 
permanent residence to Ivy May Glockner 
formerly Ivy May Richmond nee Pond. 


Approved October 14, 1974 


Joint resolution authorizing the President 
to proclaim the second full week in Octo- 


ber, 1974, as “National Legal Secretaries’: 


Court Observance Week”. 
Approved October 15, 1974 


Public Law 93-444 
An act to amend the Act of October 4, 
1961, providing for the preservation and 
protection of certain lands known as 
Piscataway Park in Prince Georges and 
Charles Counties, Maryland, and for other 


Public Law 93-443 
Federal Election Campaign Act Amend- 
ments of 1974. 


October 16, 1974 


EDITOR’S NOTE: On October 16, 1974, a bill 

became law without the President’s signa- 

ture. H.R. 15301 was vetoed by the President 

in a message to the House on October 12, 

1974 (see page 1278 of this volume of the 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Docu- 

ments). The veto was overridden by the 

House of Representatives and the Senate. 

The legislative number, public law number, 

and title of the act are as follows: 

H.R. 15301 Public Law 93-445 
An act to amend the Railroad Retirement 
Act of 1937 to revise the retirement sys- 
tem for employees of employers covered 
thereunder, and for other purposes. 


ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT—Continued 


Approved October 17, 1974 


H.J. Res. 1167 Public Law 93-448 
Joint resolution making further continu- 
ing appropriations for the fiscal year 1975, 
and for other purposes. 

Private Law 93-96 

An act for the relief of Thomas C. Johnson. 

Private Law 93-97 
An act for the relief of Lucille de Saint 
Andre. 

Public Law 93-447 
An act to redesignate the Alamogordo Dam 
and Reservoir, New Mexico, as Sumner 
Dam and Lake Sumner, respectively. 

Public Law 93-446 
Joint resolution authorizing the procure- 
ment of an oil portrait and marble bust of 
former Chief Justice Earl Warren. 


Approved October 18, 1974 


Private Law 93-98 
An act for the relief of Donald L. Tyndall, 
Bruce Edward Tyndall, Kimberly Fay Tyn- 
dall, and Lisa Michele Tyndall. 

Public Law 93-453 
An act to authorize the conveyance of cer- 
tain lands to the New Mexico State Uni- 
versity, Las Cruces, New Mexico. 

Public Law 93-455 
An act to amend the Military Personnel 
and Civilian Employees’ Claims Act of 1964, 
as amended, with respect to the settlement 
of claims against the United States by 
members of the uniformed services and 
civilian officers and employees for damage 
to, or loss of, personal property incident to 
their service. 

Public Law 93-456 
An act to direct the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to release on behalf of the United 
States conditions in a deed conveying cer- 
tatin lands to the State of New York and 
to provide for the conveyance of certain 
interests in such lands so as to permit 
such State, subject to certain conditions, 
to sell such land. 


Public Law 93-457 

An act to amend the Act entitled “An Act 
to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture 
to execute a subordination agreement with 
respect to certain lands in Lee County, 
South Carolina. 

H.R. 11537 Public Law 93-452 
An act to extend and expand the authority 
for carrying out conservation ard rehabili- 
tation programs on military reservations, 
and to authorize the implementation of 
such programs on certain public lands. 

k Public Law 93-451 
An act to declare that the United States 
holds in trust for the Bridgeport Indian 
Colony certain lands in Mono County, 
California. 

k Public Law 93-458 
An act to declare that certain federally 
owned lands shall be held by the United 
States in trust for the Kootenai Tribe of 
Idaho, and for other purposes. 

Public Law 93-454 

Federal Columbia River Transmission Sys- 
tem Act. 

Public Law 93-449 

Emergency Home Purchase Assistance Act 
of 1974. 
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ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT—Continued 


Approved October 18, 1974—Continued 
Public Law 93-450 
Joint resolution to extend the authority of 
the Export-Import Bank of the United 
States. 





CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES 


The following releases of the Office of the 
White House Press Secretary, distributed 
during the period covered by this issue, are 
not included in the issue. 


Released October 12, 1974 


News conference: on a meeting with the 
President—by Sylvia Porter, Chairperson, 
Citizens’ Action Committee to Fight In- 
flation 


Released October 15, 1974 


Advance text: address to the Future Farm- 
ers of America 

Fact sheet: Federal Election Campaign Act 
Amendments of 1974 


Released October 16, 1974 


Advance text: remarks at a GOP candidates 
breakfast at Kansas City, Mo. 

Advance text: remarks at a rally at Sioux 
City, S. Dak. (2 releases) 

Advance text: remarks at Lincoln Municipal 
Airport, Lincoln, Nebr. 

Advance text: remarks at a dinner at Indi- 
anapolis, Ind. 

News conference: following a meeting with 
industry representatives on energy mat- 
ters—by Rogers C. B. Morton, Secretary of 
the Interior, and Frederick B. Dent, Sec- 
retary of Commerce 


Released October 17, 1974 

News conference: following the President’s 
meeting with Hispanic-American leaders— 
by Fernando De Baca, Special Assistant to 
the President; Jose Aceves, president and 
executive director, Latin American Mem- 
bers Association; Jose Casanova, National 
Hispanic Assembly; and Antonio Morales, 
American G. I. Forum of the United States 


Released October 18, 1974 


Fact sheet: Emergency Home Purchase As- 
sistance Act of 1974 

News conference: on the pending trade bill 
and the agreement reached on emigration 
from the Soviet Union—by Senator Henry 
M. Jackson, Senator Jacob K. Javits, and 
Representative Charles A. Vanik 

News conference: on the Emergency Home 
Purchase Assistance Act of 1974—by James 
T. Lynn, Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development 





NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 

The following list does not include promo- 
tions of members of the Uniformed Services, 
nominations to the Service Academies, or 
nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted October 16, 1974 


CHaRLES W. RosINnson, of California, to be 
Under Secretary of State for Economic 
Affairs, vice William J. Casey. 
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